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SDI AND SPACE ARMS 


FRG ARMED FORCES CHIE NCERNI . 


Frankfurt/Main FRANAFURTER ALLGEMEINE in German 29 Nov 85 p « 


[Article by Karl Feldmever “Community of Risk Must Not & estt 
Very Concerned About SDI/Enough nventional Strength \ Talk bit 


General Altenbure” 


[Text]! Bonn, 28 Nov--What does the Bundeswehr's inspector ral 
SDI? What are the decisive criteria tor hi in term t the Feder 
interests’ General Wolfgang Altenburg, a inspector general 
advisor to the Defense Minister and the Frueral Securit sf 

and security policy. Altenburg is at the same time one of the Feder 
public's most capable and discerning individuals on securit 

Since the beginning of the seventies, he has been familiar wit a 
nuclear strategy as tew others have been. He knows the allian 

has not only been an intluence in their development, but | ' iw 
their political, as weil as their military, significance und } f 


latter in cuntinuously. We knows how security is produced, an 


or destabilizing effects armament or disarmament decisions hav 
Altenburg think of America’s Strategic Defense Initiative, tor wh: 
breviation SDI has become tamiliar here’ 


“The American decision can no longer be reversed,” is his tirst stat 
the question as to what the results are for the Federal Republic h 

thus: “Whether I like it or not, holdtng back from SDI is the wron 
If 1 decide to stay out of SDI, I can bave no influence with which ¢t 
my interests. I am very concerned about the overall SDI comples. 


this concern, we must cooperate. 
Why does Altenburg think SDI can no longer be reversed’ The inspect 
sees two reasons: first, he considers the situation from the Sov 
point. “The Soviets are completely convinced that the Americans wi 
to work on the project. For them, it is beyond any doubt that ‘cay 
will not renounce the project and will go on with the research, on 

assurances it gives outwardly. The Soviet way of thinking therefor 
that they intensively expand their own current research and that in 
they rely on the solid basis already achieved with their own miss. 
system and their anti-satellite weapons (killer satellites).” 


T 


one tg il 


' 


itinue 


what 








To undyrstand the American attitude, © must try t : f 4 

President's position, which is iracterized y th roe tf 

for nuclear decisions. Keara want et awa if z tuat 

to tell his catizens that the first t t te t 

Americans, the wavy ut of the di PwT.s . mabi« protect tt 

any other means than by keeping tt pponent from usit we apot the 

the threat of annihilation, is ¢t prove that the the t te h 

removed, that is, that the enem nter ntinental mi " t 

“This means SDI will go torward, ncludes Altenburg, “tr t! let sf 

point just as much as trom the Americar for neither Rea rh 

an give up the thought that if is insufficient to protect * 

tion bw means of an ttensive unterstrixe pal lat Arnel sot te ‘ ? 5 

tind themselwes forced to mn wit? t. becau the A rica havior 

torting their perception.” 

mee this finding is reached, the question at on is to Alter 

udgment on where German interest Lae Alitenbur ' tw 

nere. The effect of this development on the effect f tl Nort 

Atlantic alliance and on the protection of the Federal terrat 

(rom aggression. “The argument that what erve ' tror r prot ti t 

the \mericans means more protection for the Federal Rey is well 

niv so long as the alliance'’s wmunityv of risk 4 t ther 

hus calling in question the credibility of it veral trat With 

this community of risk NATO is not credible It must theretf 1 

maintain the strates mi i the allian t uy t t : hat 
r it i8 im our interest t prevent anvthing that bid : i re 
flict possible. A war limited to Europe would be a ptable to worl wet 

“hich had themselves become invulnerable, for .t would if 
metrate to the Soviet Union. in reaching this nmcelusion, [ am i et 

with General Orgakow when he yf des that neither general nuclear wart t 
mventional war is possible todas but perha r il oof 
te itrgakow was until recently hiet { the 5S pet eneral tatt, . 

all probability receive command of the entire European area in the 
wir.) 

4 second point in this is disquieting tor Altenburg the question of SDI 
sts and their consequerces. “If I want to have a space-defen t 
eh effectiveness, if possible one hundred percent effect ivem » tha 

the costs of this system up steeply. This justifies the question wher th 

resources are to come from, and the worry that th wuld te taken trom th 
igetary items with which the risks that would still rcemain after SDL must 

covered, for example by economizing on the resource needed for tt rn 
tional defense of Europe. If the near-hundred-percent optimization of th 

‘Ss not succeed, however, then the question will indeed arise, whether t 

les won't have to conside: keeping a certain offensiv pabilitye--that 3 

i given number of intercontinental missiles-<-t neutralize the residual t 

‘hat would remain. If this were the case, however--and | think we gust re 

with it--then there are also grounds for fearing that the temptation ld 

m both sides to achieve first-strike apabitlity, that is, ft be abl 

the adversary and force one's will upon hia.” 





Litenburs mes vacKk ft the question { the Federal Re put lic’s interest in 
pt té tion and thoss« 1 tthe ther wwe t Tope an tates, mc » to tte rise 
SDI holds tor them. “The whole thing maui ense tor Europe only if the 


f ditfering security that already exi:t in NATO are not vet turcther accen- 


tuated. That means we must be careful that SDI does not reate on one side a 


threat-tree zone in NAT ind on the other side another zone in which all tty 
vital cisks would bh meentrated, because tuis would | letrimental to p 
litical agreement and to common capability tor artion among the partner: 
Iheretore, we must ask otf the Americans that in mmecction with SDI the nu 
lear weapons directed at Europe, down t the short-range missiles, also tb 
neutralized. wr air threat analysis must in tuture take account not only 
lircratt, but als if cruise missiles and rockets. Up to row these latter 


hav ween nucicar we apons, which were theretcre not included in air detens« ® 
instead being overed by the threat of a counterstrike. Latelv, however, tty 
-ovict nion’s missils have not been armed with nuclear warheads, but rather 


with nventional and chemical ones. This is why they must, even independent ly 
f SDI, in tuture be included in our air detense ettorts But the question we 
must now ask ourselves is how can we pet the Americans to ver tha risk 

tor us as well’ My answer i: we should, by means of appropriate agreements, 


issure that we put the priority on bringing our own technical capabilities t 


the project at those points at waich the neutralization of short- and mid-range 
missiles is involved. The Americans would have to pledge themselves in return 
t vering, mot only the intercontinental threat, but also the threat posed 
ty horter-range weapons. This ought without doubt to be a central concern 


not only for us but al tor the English. 1 assume the Americans are prepared 


Aitenburg is fully aware that this still wouldn't dispose of the problem tor 


the Federal Republic. “The more effective SDI becomes, the nore weighty the 
nventional threat the Federal Republ: 1s exposed to. This suggests to me 
the question how can I pet stronger in conventional terms’ My answer poe 
amonp other things, terminally-guided area-detense munitions. The emphas: 
must be here, as well a m markedly improved intercept and target-data acqui- 
sition capability. Whether I want to or not, | must also reorganize my ait 
letense because of the triple threat.” By triple threat is meant the tact 
that Viet missiles can have nuclear, chemical or conventional warheads. 
When the inspector peneral summarizes all this, his evaluation is “Il see a 


deterioration relative to the security that has hitherto existed based on the 
threat of mutual assured destruction (MAD), if SDI is to offer protection only 
irom intercontinental-range systems. On the other hand, I see an improvement 
{f we succeed in eliminating the threat trom short- and mid-range weapons as 
well--and in improving conventional defensive capabilities. But really only 
if we succeed in so shaping the defensive capabilitics that they at once have 


a credible deterrent value.‘ 








One gust ab n if aware : these pre mcitios tf the ast rt t 
in order t mderstand what the general is saving her Th sllian . 
since it " ept n been able schieve “an indepen t deterrent shu for 
its nventional forces agains t Viet threat iti was the rea uw! 
relied n 7 American atoms weapons, and develope first the “ma 1 t 
taliation™” strategy, and then the “flexible response” strategy This ca 
then. that NAT must deliver something that it has hithert : mn incapabi 
and that it is hardly probadle it will bring itself t in the futur ther 
if SDI 3 to produ an improvement in the federal Republic’ ecurity 
Aitenburg has n tllusions “In my present state of knowledge, I regard it a 
difficult ¢t ittain Should 1 come to the conclusion that redible conven 
tional deterren tor NATO is not attainable, then the lusion would th 
valid that, under the conditions we have discussed, nventionul war become 
possiblzs apain. 1 am convinced, however, that these technical and financial 
problems are soluble, given the political will. Por us | as, above every- 
thing else, a challenge in the realm of overall strateryv. We an meet it only 
if we face it as an alliance. This requires recopnitior ft the risks and 
active efforts reselve them. We can only do this by acquiring inf luence--not 
by standing aside.” 

13070/1279 
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SDI AND SPACE ARMS 


FRENCH GOVERNMENT ‘FAVORS’ FIRMS PARTICIPATING IN SDI 


AU231835 Paris AFP in English 1825 GMT 23 Jan 86 


cut i Marc ouseis, france, Jan Z3 (APP) = De foemse Mis iste? raw! wile 
it the government “favors” the participation of French firms 


wton « “star wars” space research project. 


ervers said Mr Quiles’ open invitation to !rench firme merked a ' ' 
ition om U.S. President Ronald Reagan's space-based defense reseat /‘_ . 
ially known as the “Strategic Defense Initiative”. 
til now the Prenmch Covernmeant, which has been spearheading a furopra ; t 
reseatl drive to compete wits the United States and Japan, had o nid ti 
irm were “free” to take patt in SDI. 
“Tr Uuilis was on an inspection tour of the rescarch center of the pay ‘ ‘ 
. lectricite here and that of the Atomic Louerey Lommission at Limeil-Srev . 
th of ‘arias. 
ik announced the creation of installations to test lasir weapons at th 
tor in Southweetern France and the publication of a “white pares 


, ‘ 
two wecke time. 


/9738 
CSO: 5200/2604 
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rw Chane | “ator new foreign 1 nitiatives ? oe 
; erent it is «a ne f an epoch-making document in the tgs 
: let Stete tor Lasting and whivereal peace. Our untry 
, nigement and governments’ examiiation, a program for th: 
yoolition of nuclear weapons by the year 00, man’ liberatt 
f self-annil ition, and the safeguarding reliable security fort 
: mera? lore f earth’ inhabitartes. 
er t t wenda of world politics for practical implk 
:' time. The vear of the J/th CPS Congress has come << he 
pop t program for accelerating our peaceful bullding. th 
ternational Peace Year. 
rt needed in the tarernational arena. The peoples of thw 
tie entire world are watting for tt and demanding it. Proceediny 
t tee St Central emitter Politburo and the Soviet Government 
m>er of major, fundamental foreign policy actions. 

, itement tes, “is ¢t ' te the | vement of the 
tuati t th : . ar 1a pictate : the need te or 
GC. tf tati ist tendenc is Jt ve rown wu in recent 
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peoples expect and demand a serious approach by Washington. The U.S. side's pursuit of 
the chimera of military superiority is a fruitless and dangerous policy. The USSR 
proposes embarking on the path of judicious and responsible decisions. 


The talks on nuclear and space weapons being resumed in Geneva are of special importance 
in this connection. During the Soviet-U.S. summit meeting, it was resolved to speed 
them up and this agreement cannot remain a declaration. A co structive approach by 

the U.S. side is needed primarily on the question of space. Space must remain peaceful, 
strike weapons must not be deployed there. Nor must they be created [sozdavatsya]. 
Preventing the spread of the arms race to near-earth space means opening the way for 

an in-depth reduction of nuclear weapons. 


The European aspect of the nuclear problem is very important. The security conditions 
on the continent are becoming increasingly worse. It is time to put an end to this 
development of events and cut this Gordian knot. The Soviet proposals to free Europe 
of both medium-range and tactical nuclear weapons remain in force. 


The initial radical step in this direction has already beer propcsed by the Soviet 
Union in the first stage of the program to liquidate nuclear weapons. 


lt is no accident that a considerable number of the new Soviet initiatives are 
addressed precisely to Europe. It can perform a special mission -- the rebuild- 
ing of detente. 


As well as complete liquidation of nuclear weapons by the year 2000, the Soviet Union 
deems it a perfectly realistic task to completely eliminate that barbarous means of mass 
destruction, chemical means, by the same date also. Here, our country proposes liquida- 
ting, on a mutual basis, the actual industrial base for the manufacture of chemical 
weapons. The Soviet proposals in this sphere are of exceptional importance. They make 
it possible to intensify the talks to conclude an effective international convention, 
subject to verification, to ban chemical weapons and destroy their stock~, as was apreed 
at the Geneva mecting. 


The package of new initiatives put forward in the CPSU Central Committee general secre- 
tary's statement encompasses all of the most important avenues and spheres of activity 
devoted to the interests of disarmament, restoration of trust, and strengthening, of 

the prospects for a peaceful future and all peoples’ progress. Important coustructiv= 
considerations have been expressed in respect to the Vienna talks on the reduction of 
armed forces and armaments in central Europe. A key to the solution of outstanding pro- 
blems at the Stockholm Conference on Confidence-Building Measures and Security- and 
Disarmament in Furope has been proposed. The implementation of the program for climin- 
ating nuclear aud chemical weapons by the end of the current century would also raise 


Asian security to a qualitatively new level ard would represent a contribution to the 
joint quest, alongside all Asian countries, for a common comprehensive approach to 
shaping a system of security and lasting peace on the planet's largest and mest densely 
populsted cont inen: 


The Soviet program provides a counterbalance to the runaway nuclear arms race. 
lt is permeated by a bold, innovative approach to resolving outstanding prob- 
lems. The Soviet stance in respect to monitoring the destruction and reduction 
of arms, as set out in the statement, is of key importance in this context. The 
USSR is prepared to adopt virtually any measures to strictly monitor whatever is 
necessary, be it the absence of explosions, a ban on the creation [sozdaniye] of 








space Strike arms (including inspe ction of the relevant laboratories), or the 
reduction of conventional arms, and so torth. All this refutes the favorite 
excuse behind which the oppenents of ending the arms race tried to hide. 
Monitoring is not a problem tor the USSR: tie problem lies in the political 
will and goodwill which the United States and other NATO countries which pay 
lip service to disarmament wil! have to prove. 


The whole world secs that it is not the USSR which is holding matters up. Quite the 
reverse, it is purposctul!yv seeking a solution co the cardinal problems of the present 
time and seckiny by force t its own example y force of constructive iceas and realis- 
tic, businesslike preposals based on the ptranciples of equality and tdentical security 


md proceeding irom the interests of strengthening peace, both in the world as 1 

whole and in its individual regions. The notorious NATO rantings about the “Soviet 
military threat” have been utterly crushed. Only a state which truly affirms peace and 
ecurfity iu the id can put forward such proposals and take such steps. 


The new Soviet proposals are addressed not just to governments, but to all 
peoples, all public torces and antiwar movements, to all people of goodwill. 
That is understandable. Preserving peace and delivering mankind from the 
threat of nuclear war is a matter which concerns one and all. All forces 
which tavor peace must be mobilized, united, and galvanized into action to 
ensure the success of this cause. The Soviet program tor a nuclear-tree 
world is in keeping with the aspirations of all peoples. Unquestionably, it 
will gain the ardent support of millions upon millions of people throughout 


the world. 


The entire content of the statement is new concrete expression of the peace-loving 
foreign policy of our party and state. The constructive proposals that have been put 
forward are a practical embodiment of the CPSU Central Committee April (1985) Plenum line 
which has been enshrined in the draft new edition of the CPSU Program; thev are the 
embodiment of the policy of struggle for peace and social progress. The USSR's new steps 
are an expression of the Soviet people's single-minded desire (to engage in creative labor 
and live in peace with all peoples. The Soviet people ardently approve and support the 
new resolute actions in defense of peace and tor improving the entire international situ- 
ation. They regard them as the expression of the spirit and flesh of our domestic and 
foreign policy and of their organic unity. By their labor they strengthen the cause of 
peace. The competition in honor of the 27th CPSU Congress is under way everywhere. 
Large-scale work to accelerate the country's socioeconomic development is in progress. 


The Land of the Soviets is hoisting even higher the banner of peace, freedom, and 
humanism which Great October raised above the planet. 


Reagan, Shultz Reactions 
PM162U15 Moscow IZVESTIYA in Russian 1/7 Jan 86 Morning Edition p 4 


{["White House Reaction to M.S. Gorbachev's Statement" -- L[LZVESTIYA headline] 


[Text] Washington, 16 Jan (TASS) -- The Wiuite House has circulated tue U.S. President's 
statement in connection with the new Soviet proposals, set forth in the statement of 
General Secretary of the CPSU Central Committee Mikhail Gorbachev. Ronald Reagan wel- 
comes the statement of the general secretary of the CPSU Central Committee and expresses 
the hope that the Soviet proposals will constitute a useful further step in the process 








of reducing nuclear armaments, We points out that the United States, jointly with it 
allies, will carefully study the proposals of the general secretary of the CPSU Cent: 
Committee. Many elements contained in the Soviet documents, the President's statement 
says, “have not altered compared with the Soviet Union's previous positions." At tle 
same time, it is noted further, the Soviet propos il contains other elements which it 


seems at first glance, can be constructive. 


fhe President referred to various remarks on questions of strategic nuclear arms whic! 
he had made at various times. In this connection, attention is drawn to the tact that 
the White House document in question completely passes over the issue of not allowing 

the creation, testing and deployment [sozdaniye, ispytanive i razvertyvaniye] of offen 
sive space arms. 


The Presicent points out that the U.S. delegation in Geneva is charged with implement ing 
the accorcd reached at the Soviet-U.S. summit meeting in Geneva with the aim of achieving 
very speedy progress in the matter of “achieving radical reductions of offensive nuclear 
irms and, in particular, concluding a provisional 4freement mcerning intermediate- 
range nuclear forces." The U.S. President notes that if the position formulated by the 
veneral secretary brings us closer to this aim, then this may be 4 constructive step. 


At the same time the President's statement was made, ©.5. Secretary of State G. Shultz 
gave an interview to ABC television, in which, while avoiding discusston of the specit is 
proposals submitted by the Soviet Union, he generally tried Co demonstrate thet the 
United States has previously b en calling for the destruction of all nuclear arms and 
that this is the stance held by the President at the moment. in the same way as Reagan, 
Shultz failed to say a word about the iwerlinkage of the whole complex of space and 
nuclear arms -- strategic and medium-range. 


lo a direct question about the U.S. attitude toward the Soviet proposal about destroy- 

ing medium-range missiles, Shultz went into arguments about "globalism," about the 

anced for discussing this question, about defining the term “destruction” of this weapon 
re closely, and so forth, which prompted a remark trom a correspondent that his 

reply sounded ambiguous. To this Shultz replied he was not trying te be ambiguous and 

repeated in general that the United States is In favor of the destruction of all types 
nuclear arms. 


Karpov Remarks 
1D162015 Moscow Domestic Service in Kussian 1900 GMT 16 Jan 86 


‘Text] Our correspondent has met the leader of the Soviet delegation in Geneva, 
omrade Karpov. Here is what he said: 


‘Begin Karpov recording] Two months ago a mecting took place here in Geneva between 

the leaders of the USSR and the United States in the course of which specific direc- 

tions for further efforts on the question of eliminating nuclear weapons were detined. 
iow in his statement for the first time during the nuclear era, Mikhail Sergeyevich 
orbachev has formulated a concrete program for eliminating nuclear armaments every- 
here on earth by the end of the century. The Soviet delegation will be absolutely 
ided In the negotiations with the United States by this statement. 


tur negotiations are charged with great responsibility -- the responsibility for 
ensuring the first stage in the elimination of nuclear weapons. It would be a great 
achievement if the Sovict Union and the United States reached an agreement on reducing 
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their armaments by half. Through this they would be setting an example to 
other nuclear states. Froceeding from this, the delegation of the Soviet 
Union today began the negotiations with the U.S. delegation. [end recording} 


Soviet Charge d'Affaires in Bonn 


LD162008 Hamburg DPA in German 1829 GMT 16 Jan 86 


[Text] Bonn, 16 Jan (DPA) -- Vladislav Teretskov, the Soviet charge d'affaires in 

Bonn, said at a news conference today on the subject of Gorbachev's proposals that 

the “removal” of all medium-range nuclear missiles in Europe suggested by the Communist 
Party leader does not only mean their withdrawal. What is involved is rather the actual 
destruction of this weapon potential. 


feretskov does not want Gorbachev's allusion to a mutual renunciation by the super- 
pewers of the development, testing, and stationing of space weapons to be regarded 
as a “precondition” for realfzing the Soviet proposals. It would, however, be non- 
sensical to begin the destruction of all nuclear weapons and at the same time, work 
on a new weapon system like SDI. 


Teretskov would not comment on the negotiations between Bonn and Washington on a 
technological agreement. It must be left to the Federal Government what conclusions 
it draws from the new Soviet initiative. However, Teretskov drew attention to 
Gorbachev's assertion that it is the task of all states and not only the superpowers 


oO prevent an arms race in space. 
Soviet Envoy Discusses Proposal 
DW1 70830 Hamburg ARD Television Network in German 2135 GMT 16 Jan #6 


{Werner Schawer report in the "Tagesthemen" program] 


[Text] The diplomats are receiving correspondents. Today it was the iurn of the 
Russians. <A week ago the U.S. ambassador invited the press and demanded measures 
against Libya. In the Soviet Embassy today, other dimensions were involved. 


Envoy lterekhov expanded on the disarmament proposals of his general seeretary. which 
appear to be nearly utopian. One of the first steps he proposes is aimed at the in- 
terests of many Europeans. 


[Begin Terekhov recording] In this phase, a great step with regard io the intermediate- 
range weapons in Europe is possible as well, that is to say, the imacdiate, complete 
elimination of all Soviet and U.S. ballistic missiles and cruise missiles in the Kuro- 
pean zone, fend recording] 


Elimination of the intermediate-range weapons, he explained in response to repeated 

questions, means their destruction. What primarily matters tothe Soviet Union is the 
'.S. SDI antimisseile system. This, he maintained, turns the strategic balance into 
trategic chaos. He preferred to answer questions in Russian. 


(\Begin recording Terekhov interpreter] The statement of the general secretary says 
that a new approach is required now, that it is necessary to replace the loyic of 

confrontation and of the Stone Age -- in which everyone was endeavoring to have thc 
heavier stone -- with the logic of cooperation and joint ventures. [end recordiny| 


L] 











Terekhov stressed that the Soviet Union is receptive to on-the-spot ver 
disarmament. The questions ceased after about |! hour. He announced that he 
invite the press again whenever new information was availible. 

Bogachev Notes Proposal'’s Aim 
LD161821 Moscow TASS in English 1745 GMT 16 Jan 86 
[Text] Moscow, January 16 TASS <- By TASS military writer Viadimir Boeachey. 
Having adopted its “star wars" programme in 1983, Washington announced that the dep! 
ment of new ABM strike weapons in outer space would be, allewediv, the best way to 


make nuclear armaments "impotent and obsolete". 


The U.S. Administration's goal of seeking to devitalize nuclear weapons in itsel! 


does not draw any objections. But serious doubts about the sincerity of American 
statements about the objectives of the "Strategic Defense Initiative” are penerited 

by the fact that Washington suggests advancing towards disarmament over a comparatively 
limited area of the earth's surface through moving the arms race into a new ephere -- 


infinite space. 


| ‘ 


While promising to reduce nuclear armouries at some future date, the US. Adminiletro 
P g 


tion is intensively building up its strategic offensive weapors. [ft is about toe put 
into service MX intercontinental ballistic missiles, Mideetmon ond submirine}linnched 
Trident-2 ballistic missiles, and is positioning Pershinge-2 medium-range miseilesr 


in Western Europe. 


Even the "defensive" ABM systems, currently developed in the United States under its 
"star wars” plan -- particle-beam weapons, nuclear-powered x-ray lasers and other 
devices -- are slated for deployment in outer space chiefly above Soviet territory. 
Washington is trying to convince the socialist countries that these armaments are 
intended solely for destroying missiles in flight. 


Experts, however, while expressing their doubts as to the systems’ ability to reliably 
hit flying objects in space, stress that they can be used much more effectively in a 
first strike at ground-based targets. 


The point at issue, thus, is not only the development of an anti-ballistic missile defence 
system for the United States, which might generate the dangerous illusion of impunity 

in aggression, but also the deployment of an extremely destabllizing American 

“astrodome" complete with strike space weapons above the socialist countries. 


The Soviet Union denounces the plans of spreading the arms race into outer space that 
can only enhance the threat of a devastating nuclear war. The Soviet Union counterposes 
a practical programme of ridding mankind of the fear of a nuclear catastrophe to the 
baseless American concept of disarmament through the militarization of space which 
provides, in fact, only for the militarization of outer space, but not for disarmament. 
The Soviet programme offers a step-by-step reduction and ultimately total elimination oft 
nuclear arsenals within the next 15 vears while keeping weapons out of space. 


Soviet leader Mikhail Gorbachev has declared that no one will lose from the implemen- 
tation of the programme, while everyone will benefit from it. 





Kornilov Views Importancs 


LD161128 Moscow TASS in English 1124 GMT 16 Jan &§% 


{“Into the Third Millenium -- Without Nuclear Weapons!" -- TASS headline 

[Text] Moscow, January 16 TASS -- By TASS news analyst Yuriv Kormilovw. 

Once again the attention of the world is riveted to Moscow trom where came im imas 
call for peace, for reversing resolutely the negative course of events, for ending ¢ 
era of confrontation and entering an era ot talks, an era of detente, tor assisti 
to a maximum degree an improvement of the International situation. Discussing md 


} 


commenting on the statement made by Mikhail Gorbachev, gener 
Central Committee, prominent political and public figures anc the mass wedta 
different countries stress that the statement is truly 4 allestome document in th 
sistent effort of the U.S.S.R. to safeguard and strengthen peace, to ensure that the 
world should approach the end of the 20th century under the sign of peace and nuclear 
disarmament which would meet the vital interests and aspirations of all eople of th 


world. 

And this is really so. Loyal to its principled Leninist policy of peace, the Soviet 
Union rejects the stake on force in politics, rejects such 4 course of «action that 

can lead to confrontation. What is the most important element in the  omplex of wide- 


scale foreign policy initiatives and actions of principled character which underli: 
the foreign policy of the U.S.S.R.? 


The backbone of these actions is doubtless a large-scale and concrete program tor th. 
elimination of nuclear weapons the world over -- the program to be carried out over 4 
definite period of time. Our country proposes a step-by-step and consistent proce: 


of ridding the earth of nuclear weapons, to be implemented and completed within ¢ 
next 15 years, before the end of this century. 


Our country is in favor of the U.S.S.R. and the United States reductay by om 
nuclear arms that can reach each other's territory -- as carly as at the (teat stare wo 
the realization of that program, that is, within the next 5-8 year natura 
enough, given the mutual renunciation of the development, testing ond deployment of 
Space strike arms, for the production of such arms would blast every hope for a rodu 
tion of auclear arsenals on earth. Our country wants to see the other mwecloaur powe, 

joining in the process of nuclear disarmament at the second stage which Is to start m 
later than 1990. Developing and deepening, that process is to enter the final thled 

Stage during which the elimination of all remaining nuclear weapons would ix ray ! 


taut 


This is a large-scale realistic and truly impressive program which, it realised, would 
mean that this planet enters the third millenium without nuclear weapons! ts there am 
need to say that no one stands to lose from the implementation of such « prowram, that 
on the contrary, everyone will benefit from it? 


Of course, this is an open secret that in the present day wor!d there exist fore 
which do not like the line toward the revival and consolidation of the prow 


detente. It is well known that a mighty military-industrial complex which was created 
in the West, primarily in the United States, today, like before, acts as a motive tor 
of the relentless arms race, a generator of militarism. It is well known thot specche 
are still coming today from some of the highest rostrums in the West <= speeches atecd 


at dispelling the "spirit of Geneva" -- that new factor which favorably influcne 
international relations today. 
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ihe reaction to the new, except iil important ‘ truct i . 
the readiness to transter them t the Level of pt Lica tions wil thelan 

it possible to find out more clearly and tullv 4w i fadeed strivin ithe? 
consistently ¢ put an end tft the threat of nuclear selt-annihiliation 

lip service to peace, in actual fact would like to work in the opposite di: iam 
ang not only to carry on with the nuclear arms race on earth, but also to project I 
uter space. If the U.S. Administration, as it has repeatedly aftirmed, i dicat 
to the goal of the mplete climination of nuclear veapon everywhere, tt now ‘ia 


ractical possibility really to engage in it. 


he new Sovict peace initiatives and actions which the French mewspaper L'HUMA 


with good reason describes as “an invitation to peace” Is another powetiul blow at th 


ill-intention d lies, played up in some places in the West, about "Moscow's: apere 
ness” and abo t the “Soviet threat" that does not exist in realitv. It ts clear to 
every unbios« | person that such a wide-scale and constructive prouram, as the om 
formulated i; Mikhail Gorbachev's statement, could come only from 4 genuinely peace! 
‘tate, only rom a country which places the cause of strenethonineg peace am! ensuri 
ecurity of ations above everything else in its foreiter policv. The Sevict Unt 
working towai! the attainment of these lofty aims. The whole world can see now th» 
the U.S.S.R. oists even higher the banner of peace, freedom and humantem unfolded 
ver this pla: +t by the Creat October Soctalist Revelution, 


Shishlin Sees ‘Concrete Program’ 
10162154 Sratis avaDomestic Service in Slovak 173 GMT 16 ‘an 86 


[Text] Ovr permanent correspondent in Moscow, Stefan Babiak, asked promineat Sovict 
commentator Nikolay Shishlin how the latest [arms] initiatives are assessed in the 


U SSR: 


(Begin Shishlin recording in Russian fading into Czech translation] 1 think that ow 
i wide and all-cncompassing plan for settling crucial world problems his wever exist 


beture, 


he ideas contained in the declaration by Mikhail Gorbachev further develop the joint 
line prepared at the Prague and Sofia sessions of the Warsaw Pact Political Consulta 
tive Committee. However, I would like to stress the fact that this is not only a re 
tition of known facts. The CPSU general secretary's statement concentrates on the mo 


important problem of our times: doing away with nuclear arsenals. The plan contained 
in Comrade Gorbachev's statement offers a concrete program of actions, the implementa- 


tion of which would make the world into a more peaceful and more civilized place in 
which people could happily live and work. lend recording | 


Differing Opinions Cited 
1D162204 Moscow Domestic Service in Russtan 1600 GMT 16 Jan 86 
[Excerpts] The statement by Mikhalil Sergevevich Gorbachev, general secretary of the 
CPSU Central Committee, has aroused worldwide interest. Foreign reaction to the do 


ment is discussed by our commentator Viktor Levin: 


In the new comprehensive peace initiative of the Soviet Union, declared Pham Van Dong, 
member of the Vietnamese Communist Party Politburo and chairman of the Council of 


Ministers, to YASS's Hanol correspondent, the USSR is again displaying its high degree 
f responstbility for destiny f pres nt and future generations. 











The U.S. Miss Mci i re'er ft t%ai respons inbiiit’. nif 


particular definition of It. hat was how | understood eatut 
vision company ABC when he stressed that, for Moscow. ¢t ritor 

sions was not a problem. The Soviet Union Is in favor of it. t : 
attempts are still being made to turn the problem of monitoring Int tat 
In a2 press statement, President Reagan welcomedthe new let initiat ive 
hope that the Soviet proposals will be a useful further step in the prove 
nuclear armaments. the Presiden is in favor of giving cher irefu itud 
of State Shultz said there is a great deal in the statement mode bv the em 
secretary of the CPS! Central Committee that Is of interest, t, on the wt 
defended the current U.S. position. 

It seems to me that there could hardiy have been any other bitial reaction 
cial Washington. “ec whole question rests with the mood in which they wi 
Suviet proposals. Will they strive to find points of contact or will they b. 
efforts toward playing up the differences and continuing with the “star war 


J 


Naturally, there is as yet po answer to this question, but « great deal der 
As the Sovict document points out, the creation of offensive weapons for u 
cancels out the hope of reducing nuclear armaments on earth. 


The Soviet Union has demonstrated that it approaches the most acute probloms 
times with a high leve! of responsibility. Not only we, but the whole wor! 
this of other states too. 


. o ’ 
Peace Group's Approval 


10162121 Moscow TASS [n English (916 CMT 16 Jan &6 


[Text] Moscow, January 16 TASS =-- The Soviet Peace Committee expr dd my 
approval of and strong support for the new peace initiatives advance im thee 
of the General Secretary of the CPSU Central Committee Mikhat! rl hev. 7 
ment adopted by the Presidium of the Soviet Peace Committee today, ives thet 
reaching proposals of the USSR open up a real opportuntty to put an end to t 


of the arms race, to remove the threat of nuclear catastrophe torever. 
fhe new Soviet peace initiatives are an evidence of lofty responstbility for 
tinles of peace, a manifestation of new thinking and new policy determined | 
realities of the nucleoer age. They reflect numerous Initiatives and pr 


by peace movements of different couwntr Les, they mean materi ilisativ t " 
spirit”, the statement says. the Soviet Peace Committee turns to anti-war 
and movements of the USA on which it Largely depends now what directton ¢ 


developments wil! take. 


Motivated by the striving to arrest and reverse the nuclear ams race, T 


will, our country extended for another three @onths the unllateral rat 
nuclear explosions introduced on Angust 6, 1985, the Sovi me vw che 
expect and hope that this step will be duly appreciated, we believe in | 
and peacefulness of the American people. While it is mot t late, al 


to nuclear explosioas tn the USA and talks must be started on banni: 
everywhere. 


The Sovict proposals give humanity a unique chance to arrest tlw i to ft 
of wuclear war, to guaraatee mankind's survival. There must be no indf rent 
when faced with the choice put by history Iteclf, the statement ys 
hand to anti-war organisations and movements of al! untries and t iment 


call for launching together wide strugele so that mankind should 
woder the peaceful aki ie il ; ' 








ZVESTIYA Editorial 


™.1L1<39 Moscow IZVESTIYA in Russian 20 Jan 86 Morning Edition 


Editorial: “Into the 2lst Century Under the Sign of Peace”! 


Text] Tae statement by CPSU Central Committee General Secretary M.S. Gorb- 

socument which, from the very first hours of its publication, became tx 

hole planet's attention, For the will of the Soviet people which permeat: 
ressed in the words “We want 1985 to become not just a vear of peace, but 
sssible to conclude the 206th century under the sign of peace and nuclear diss 

~~ is in accord with the most cherished aspirations cf all the peoples of tl» 


Preeing mankind from the fear of nuclear catastrophe is a task which unti! 

‘ still seemed fantastically unattainable to many people. But on studying 

nd pondering its utterly clear and utterly sincere formulations, vou becu 
ith the conviction that the complete eliminatior of nuclear weapons throughout 
orld is no idealist'’s fragile dream, but a real pessibility. 


itual understanding was achieved 2 months ago at the Soviet-U.S. summit meet | 
eneva that “nuclear war must never be launched and there can be no winners in i! 
hat notable acknowledgement, elevated to the level of an accord between the le 
‘he countries which bear special responsibility for the state of aftairs in th 
ow tinges the international situation with favorable hues. 


n reality the outlawing of nuclear war also marks a recognition of the dunger 
enselessness of the nuclear arms race, It is well known that ouclear charge: 
ent to 3.5 metric tons of explosive have already been stockpiled for every inh. 
f the earth. No single human artifact is stored today on the earth in such 4 
er head of population as these means of mass destruction. 


't is also well kaown that the simultaneous explosion of the nuclear arsenals 
ing on the planet will result in the disappearance, to say the least, of inte/1i 
ife on earth, 


Ll this is well know. Our conviction that nuclear war must not be Launched and 

it can have no winner is also officially shared today by the U.S. President. tu 
“spirit of Geneva” has quite a few influential adversaries, The arms race continues, 
threatening to also inundate outer space at any moment and consequently, acquire i i: 
reversible character. 


» have already gone a long way down this path to nonexistence. Several veare ace 
‘ollowing report, amorg others, appeared in the press: In just 18 months -- and 
iited States alone -- there were 3,703 military alerts warning that the “enemy” w. 
sing over to combat actions against the United States. The overwhelming majorit: 
vem were immediately revealed to be false, but 152 of them were considered ": 
lently serious” for themto be regarded as a potential attack. Put into language und 
tood by everyone, this formulation means that every 3-4 days the earth was close | 
itastrophe, 


mali i 


t because someone wanted to launch 2a thermonuclear conflict, but “simply” becwuse tl» 
ite of mankind at each of those times was in the hands of insensate, inanimate semicon- 
ors which had gone through quality control, but which turned out to be unreliable, 
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We are still alive and well; nothing terrible has occured vet. Sut what seer or genius 
can guarantee that “nothing terrible” will occur tomorrow! It is paradoxical, but a 
fact that in this situatioa the irreparable could occur even at that Long-awaited 

moment when somewhere, at the “round table” of successfully completed talks, documents 
are being signed which are designed to deliver the world from a thermonuclear Armageddon 
ence and for sll. Equipment, unfortunately, for all its growing sophistication, is 
capable of breaking down occasionally, not coordinating its failures with those whom 

it should serve faultlesly. The arsenals of lethal armaments are being improved and 
hecoming more complicated and less and less time is left for prompt recognition that 

1 wuclear alert is false and taking a salutary decision... 


these are the realities of our time. Realities which cannot be disregarded. This is 
because these realities have not been instructed to fit in with our hopes and calcula- 
tions. But there can and gust be only ore approach to such realities: removing once 
md for all the threat which has arisen and continues to grow only because over there, 
in the West, a few thousand, perhpas even a few tens of thousands of people live parasi- 
ticallw off the danger common to all mankind and in disregard of mankind. 


We could have begun ridding ourselves of the danger of annihilation considerably earlier 
In 1946, for example, when, still at the dawn of the nuclear age, the Soviet Union set 
before the peoples the question of banning the production and use of atomic weapons. 

But it is still not too late to start now. The comprehensive Soviet program tor esta- 
blishing peace which reflects the peoples’ demands and which has been submitted to the 
peoples’ verdict convincingly shows that it is necess.ry to start immediately. 


It is still not too late to reach agreement on a specific .an of phased, practical 
steps leading to the complete elimination of nuclear weapons in the world. It is still 
not tom Late to block the way to the militarization of outer space -- that common 
possession of mankind, It is stil} not too late to destroy the stocks of chemical wea- 
pons and the industrial base for their production and to ban the creation of non-nuclear 
arms based on how physical principles which, in terms of their destructive power, are 
capable of taking over from thermonuclear weapons... The new Soviet proposals not only 
outline paths leading to a reliable peaceful future, but also put forward specific, 
deeply reasoned proposals capable of ensuring unity of word and deed in this very im- 
portant area of world politics. 


Naturally, the major fundamental foreign political actions which we have proposed are 
in keeping with the interests of the Soviet State and the Soviet people. However, we, 
the citizens of the USSR, have never regarded ourselves as divorced from the rest of 
mankind, Therefore, our proposals take into consideration not only the potential 
danger of an uncontrolled arms race, but also the actual consequences of the arms race 
which hamper the progressive development of world civilization right now, which claim 
the lives of millions upon millions of people right now, and which right now deprive 
hundreds of millions of people of the opportunity of living as full members of civiliz- 
ed society. 


In various parts of the planet, in various countries stifled by debts and poverty 
hunger claims 30 million lives a year, or one life every second. There is not enough 
money for bread. Yet, at the same time, heaps of mone» -- $800 billion a year -- are 
burnt up in the arms race. Eight hundred million people in the world are illiterate, 
There are not enough resources for building schvols, for textbooks and teaching aids, 
and for training and paying teachers, Yet, at the same time, more money is spent on 
the U.S. Air Force alone than is allocated for the education of the hundreds of 
millions of children in the nonsoctalist countries of Asia, Africa, and Latin America, 
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77 


This is part of the price paid by peoples for the militariat strategy conducted by 


imperialism. 


What a senseless and reckless waste of mankind's material and intellectual resources! 
However, this civilized barbarism will not disappear of its own accord. It can be 
overcome only by means of conscious, purposeful efforts on the part of all peoples and 
‘Ll governments. The implementation of our peace program for the third and subsequent 
millennia ceuld block this dangerous extravagance within the next few vears and bevin 
to create the preconditions tor the elimination of this “purely civil” threat which 
e'fects the planet simultaneously with the military threat. 


There is not « grain of national egotism in our historical appeal to the government 
ind pecples of the world, to all responsible political parties, public organizations, 
and every individual. The far-reaching specific proposals conta’sed in the statement 
by the peneral secretary of the CPSU Central Committee do not encroach on anybody's 
rights or interests and do not undermine anybody's security. 


|) the contrary, the Soviet program for delivering mankind from the threat of nuclear 
\tastrophe and the other initiatives put forward in this momentous docuvent ire hased 
the scientifically founded conviction that the right of life is mankind's common 
isset, that the elimination of the thermonuclear danger from our planet ta in the 
mmon interests of all peoples and of every individual, and that the security of any 
‘Late can be reliably ensured only if no one, under any pretext whatsoever, secks to 
whieve military superiority over another state, let alone all other states. 


/ our plans there is no room for secking this kind of superiority. The extension of 
(he moratorium on all nuclear explosions announced in the statement graphically cont irms 
this. During the entire period in which the Soviet Union abstained from nuclear 
explosions, the United States did not. It continued its ouwclear explosi«as with the 
unconcealed aim of gaining ground in the race to achieve military superiority over our 

untry, while at the same time building up the muscle of space strike svatems. 


ve were aware of this. We knew it, but we showed restraint. Washington failed to 

reciprocate. Our response to the protracted "U.S. challenge” is different: It is the 

package of Soviet peace initiatives with its global approach to the problem of war 

inf peace and its readiness to place the Soviet Union's entire prestige ant the ent ire 

weight of Soviet forei.n policy at the service of all the planet's peoples with whom 
people are linked by the indestructible bonds of coexistence. 


No, we are not feeble altruists, cowering in fear at the sight of the U.S. “star ware” 
ptogram taking shape. The statement leaves no doubt on this account: “Our material and 
intellectual potential enables the Soviet Union to create any weapon if forced to do 
so." However, we see our mission and the meaning of our existence on earth as something 
olse <= namely, availing ourselves of the potential provided by our system to achieve 
the aims revealed in the draft Basic Guidelines for the Economic and Social Development 


the USSR Through the Year 2000, 


in the next 15 years we intend to create an economic potential approximately equal 
in seale to the entire potential built up during all the preceding years of Soviet 
cower and to almost double the volume of industrial production. During the same |5 
yoars we are prepared to do our share to eliminate nuclear weapons throughout the 
world, Different programs, different aims, it would seem...But they are integral 
parte of one entity <= the creative, constructive policy of the CPSU, the forward- 
looking course of developed socialiam. 


it ts » esible that some people will try to see these aims as a new version of the 
norerfone “Soviet threat.” 
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However, if any real threat emanates from our peace program, it is directed only against 
those who by their actions and their plans have created and are creating a threat to 
all mankind, those who have hampered and are hampering us in building our house. 


The statement by the General Secretary of the CPSU Central Committee corroborates this 
with every line, with every paragraph, by translating into reality the ideal of Soviet 
Communists, the ideal of the Soviet people ~- namely, a world without wers and without 
weapons. Our country is striding toward the 27th CPSU Congress, toward a peaceful 
future for all mankind under the Leninist slogan "The socialist ideal is a world without 
wars and without weapons.” 


"Two Worlds, Two Policies’ 
PM171845 Moscow PRAVDA in Kussian 18 Jan 86 First Edition p 4 


|Articles by political observer Vitaliy Korionov: “For a World Without War and Without 
Weapons”) 


[Text] In the international comments on the statement by M.S. Gorbachev, genera! 
secretary of the CPSU Central Committee, increasingly frequently you encounter the 
assessment that it is a program which realizes the peoples’ dreams. Indeed, realistic, 
specific proposals are put forward for the complete abolition of nuclear veapons. “an- 
kind, which is living under the Damoclean sword of the threat of nuclear war and groan- 
ing beneath the burden of the arms race thrust on it by imperialism, has opened up 
before it the prospect of not only making 1986 peaceful, but also greeting the vear 2000 
beneath a peaceful sky and outer space, without fear of annihilaticn, in an atmosphere 
of firm confidence in its own survival and the continuation of the human race. 


The peoples’ liberation from fear in the face of nuclear catastrophe is a task for al] 
mankind. The Soviet Union has invariably advocated it since the very start of the 
nuclear era. Its stance is above national egotism and tactical calculations, disputes, 
and arguments. Our motto has been and remains that the discovery of human genius that 
is atomic energy should serve only peace, only the peoples’ welfare. 


The Soviet program for the total abolition of nuclear weapons is imbued with realism and 
constructiveness. Three stages are defined in resolving this complex, but urgent task 
and proposals have been clearly elaborated for specific steps at each of these stages 
for the Soviet Union, the United States and the other nuclear powers to implement in 
abolishing all types of nuclear weapons and preventing the creation of space weapons. 


The adoption and implementation of the USSR's proposals by all nuclear powers would 
result in the accomplishment of a deed of unprecedented importance of which people can 
only dream right now: By the end of 1999 there would be no more nuclear weapons remain- 
ing in the world; a universal accord is being elaborated to ensure these weapons are 
never resurrected; the planet is to be freed of all types of mass destruction weapons. 


This program is feasible if, of course, the other nucleer powers display a reciprocal, 
businesslike, and sensible approach. The prime prerequisite for this is the mutual 
renunciation by the United States and the Soviet Union of the creation [sozdaniye], 
testing, and deployment of space strike armaments. It is the “star wars” program which 
the United States is developing |razrabatyvayemaya) which has become the obstacle in the 
way of man’s liberation from the nightmare of a nuclear auto-da-fe, 
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Ie >» aise very impo;rt ant to stop Mu »* 4 »e | ’ . 7 in sa’? ’ 


, 
iiso includes this priority question. ~ecking ft ‘ r : toe tot Tew 
the position of the other nuclear powers byw force of cxample. the Sowlet milion is takin 
one gore aajor step: It has extended, tor a turther } mt » its wnilateral morater! 
on anv nuclear explosions, which expired on 31 Mecetier leat weor. he whole world is 
now intently following Washington’s position: The extent to which ft o rdw with ite 
deciaration of peace will be checked in practice. 
It is well known that one of the main means bw which U.S. militoriat ctrels ite direct- 
ly opposing the solution of the problem of ending the an race is the verification 
lkontrol] issue. Thev depict matters as follows: The Units toe i in faver of 
verification and the Seviet Union is Against it. ite Sewlet itivstive kort thi« 
phony card trom the hands of the opprmments of disarmament. It should tc obwicwse te 
every sensible person that the Seviet Union is in no way leew interested than the United 
States in effective verification of the abolition of nucleor weapons. The Soewlet Union 
states very clearly: Verification is not a problem for us, we are prepared for it wsing 
national technical means and by means of on-site inspection tours |inepekteli!], and we 


are prepared to agree to ony other additional scans of inepction [prowerkal., This 
applies equally to verification of the prevention of the militarization of space, in- 
cluding opening up the relevant laberatories for inspection tours. But it must be said 
most clearly that it should not be a case of an inepection towr which weriffles so-called 
rescarch work in laboratorics for the militarization of pace. hut of am ineperction tour 
which prevents such vork. 


The Soviet proposals place the Soviet Union and the United St at« in an equal position, 


There is «in them for attempts to outwit or beat the other side. le embark on the path 
of sensible, responsible decisions -- thir is the Seviet Union’s propesal to the t.' 
side. 


The detailed program of specific actions aimed at removing the threat of nuclear var pro- 
vides turther, very convincing confirmation of the purposefulwces and persistence with 
which the CPSU and the Seviet State are implementing their peace-loving Leniniet foreign 
policy cowrse. 


The CPSU Central Committee April (1985) Plenum was a portentous milestone om this path. 
“Ppvervthing must be done to ensure that the forces of militariem and aggression do not 
prevail in international relations,” it was pointed out at the plemum. to halt the pro 
cess of material preparations for a owclear contlict, to resolve dispeted probleme and 
conflict cituations exclusively by political means; to seek paths lcading to the emooth- 
ing of Sovict-U.S. relations; to find an opportunity to achicve swutually eccept able 
Soviet-U.S. accords -- this was the line proclaimed by the plenum, 


The period since the plenum has passed under the sign of the Seviet Union's numerous 
initiatives in the international arena ond which are directed toward ome goal! to shift 
talk of peace to the plane of practical steps and actions which would lead to a real 
ending to the arms race on earth and its prevention in space. 


Not onlvw did the Soviet Union urge other countries, above all the United States and tts 
NATO allies, to reinterpret their former stereotyped tdeas about resolving international 
political problems -- ideas which have evolved over yvoars of “peychological warfare” 
but it set an cxample of a profound, innovatory approach to resolving seach questions, 
The Soviet peace initiatives implemented during this pertod received very active support 
from the {raternal socialist cowntries, young national states, ccommmiet particoe, mann 
antivar movements, and everyone whe values the cane of peace, 


in this way the path tu the Soviet-U.S. summit mecting in Gomva wan cleared step by 


step. 
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hev’s meeting with K. Reagan gave an important bowst to the normal i: tia t 
sowlet-U.S. relations, but also of the entire system of internationa! retati 
rmalization is by no means to the liking of certain inflwential U.S. circle 
the accords reached and ensure that the “spirit of Geneva” dics out -- thi 
mk Which the forces of the powerful U.S. military-industria]l complex and theirs 
ine in the administration are now trving to resolve at any price. Let us not build 
i : A very stubborn and lengthy struggle lies awad. 


shortage of declarations in the U.S. capital about a desire for peace. Sut 
tatements are purged of rhetoric, it is s:ewealed that things stand difterent- 

real program with which these circles would like to lead the United State: 
the begianing of the third millennium is laid bare. Were is one of the “scenar- 
1995-7005 drawn up by Colin (Grey), who stands out even in the Washington f lock 
wke™: “1) to “destrov Soviet nuclear forces’; 2) to ‘dominate in escalation’: 
uire potential for ‘the homeland’s defense and mobilization for victory under 
litions of thts homeland concealed behind walls.‘" This is the true purpose of 


rious “Strategic Defense Initiative” in the admission of ome of its heralds. 


« time as the Soviet Union and the other socialist countries are elaboratiny 
. «reative plans tor the next 5 years and the longer term, the Pentagon is a 
its “S-vear plan.” It is formulated, in particular, in the secret document 
tives in the Defense Sphere for Fiscal 1985-1989," when it is planned to spend 
.">* billion on building up the U.S. military might. the military has also dram uy 
or document, which defines the “year 2000" model of the U.S. armv. It provides, 
rt ilar, for the army to be equipped with a further 610 types of arms to which 
test eclentific and technical achievements will be applied -- in this wav thev 
ike to lav the material and technical foundations so that even in tuture decade: 
Tr sf ne of Americans sain in the Opp ressive at moephe r« of the iTms Tac T) 
boar the heavy bu: den of militarien. 


woed: two worlds, ‘wo policies! 


' te wars, peace among the peoples, disarmament -- this was how V.1. Lenin cetined 
ideal. Communists differ from other political parties in that they do not 
reclaim their ideale, but make their realization the norm of their activity. 


CSU SOLEMNLY PPCLARES: THERF IS NO WEAPON THAT THE SOVIET UNION WOULD NOT KE IRI- 
» /O LIMIT OR BAN ON A RECIPROCAL BASIS WITH EFFECTIVE VERIFICATION” [kontrol ! 
© passage printed in boldface] -- the draft oew edition of our party Progra 


(PS. Central Committee general secretary's statement confirms once again that the 
sniniet party's words are not at variance with its deeds. The words which are now 
borne in all ends of the planet elicit a very profound response in the hearts of 


‘ o thirst for peace: “The policy of peace and disarmament was and will remuin 
linchpln of the foreign policy of the CPSU and the ‘oviet State. Actively imple- 
tiene it. the Seviet Union is ready for bread cooperation with everyone who comes ot 


tiews of reason, poodwill, and awareness of his responsibility for ensuring 
future == without wars, without weapons.” 
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"Constructive Keply' Reyuired 


“171110 Moscow KOMSOMOLSKAYA PRAVDA ia Russian 17 Jan 86 p 2? 


tiny ? 


interview with TASS General Director S.A. Losev: The Main News;" first paragraph is 


litorial introduction] 

Text| What is the first reaction to the constructive Soviet proposals and the Soviet 
nion's major new foreign policy initiative? We put this question on 16 January to 
ASS General Director S.A. Losev. Here is what he said: 


ur agency circulated the full text of the statement in 8 languages to subscribers in 
'5 countries. We have the first reactions today. Or, rather, they came yesterday 

evening -- all the leading foreign news agencies carried reports on the CPSU Central 

Committee general secretary's statement. On the basis of world public reaction it is 

possible to draw the following conclusion -- the USSR's proposal on eliminating nuclear 

weapons by the year 2000 has attracted a great deal of attention among official 

circles in the West and has been welcomed by the world's peace-loving public 

Naturally, it has alarmed opponents of the relaxation of international tension. 


‘or example, former leader of the U.S. delegation at the Geneva SALT negotiations Smith 


aid in a CNN television interview that the important aspect of M.S. Gorbachev's 
statement is the proposal on the total elimination of Soviet and U.S. medium-range 
missiles, both ballistic and cruise, in the European zone as the first step on the path 
to ridding the European Continent of nuclear weapons. It should not be forgotten, 
however, that the Soviet proposals are presented as a package |vsovokupnosh] and the 


United States cannot just select the bits that it likes. 


lhe United States is particularly uneasy about the Soviet demand for a ban on the 
development [sozdaniye], testing, and deployment of space strike weapons. Clearly 
it is no accident that the statement by R. Reagan and U.S. Secretary of State G. 

Shultz ignores the part of the Soviet initiatives which stresses that a 50-percent 


first-stage cut in Soviet and U.S. strategic offensive armaments is possible only if 
countries renounce the development |sozdaniye], testing, and deployment of space 


strike weapons. 


hot h 


judging by the reaction from Washington, the U.S. side intends to carefully analyze and 
study our proposals. Jhis intention can only be welcomed. 


There is no doubt that extreme right-wing circles in the United States, representing 
the interests of the military-industrial complex, will endeavor to place obstacles in 
the way of implementation of the Soviet initiative and will do everything they can to 
ensure that the U.S. side does not give a positive reply to the Soviet proposals. But 
the scale of the Soviet proposals and the comprehensive approach to the problem of 
limiting and eliminating nuclear weapons and preventing the militarization of space 
have taken opponents of improvement of the international climate by surprise. Western 
propaganda’s usual practice is to immediately call Soviet initiatives propaganda. The 
fact that this has not been the reaction so far indicates the seriousness of the Soviet 
peace proposals. They cannot be brushed aside, they demand a constructive reply. 








Space Weapons Ban Crucial 
LD171947 Moscow 1A5S in English 1258 GMT 17 Jan 86 


{Text ] Moscow, January 17 TASS -- "The programm for complete elimination of nuclear 
weapons everywhere inthe worid, put forward by Mikhail Gorbachev, marks a new stage in 
mankind's development. 


xn proposals of the U.S.S.R. set forth by the penera!] secretary of the CPSU Centra! 
Committee, if implemented, would allow humanity to rid itself forever of the prave 
threat looming large over our globe,” said Academician Yevgeniy Velikhov, vice- 
president of the USSR Academy of Sciences. Mankind has piled up bv now such a large 
guantity of nuclear weapons which brought about a highly dangerous situation in the 
world. To the question if mankind was able to survive in case a nuclear war is un- 
leashed through the fault of imperialist quarters, a majority of scientists respond in 
the negative. 


Academician Velikhov believes that a historic moment has come when mankind is tinal! 
to solve the question of how to rid itself of nuclear weapons which put in peril a! 
life forms on earth. In this respect, the new programme of the USSR, to be carried 
through within the time-frame of 15 vears, should becom a guide for action. An a 
cord on terminating all nuclear explosions between the U.S.S.R. and the U.S.A. shou! 
be the first step on the road to its implementation. Speaking about the Soviet 
Union's decision to extend by three months the moratorium of any nuclear blasts, 
/cademician Velikhov underlined that the importance of this step can hardly be over- 
estimated. For a stop to nucicar tests securely blocks the channels for fturther 


upgrading these mass destruction weapons. 


lowever, one cannot fail to consider that the Soviet Union, alone, is unable to lo 
the problem of putting an end to the arms race and ot disarmament, the scientist went 
on. It requires reply steps from the United States and other countries in this 
direction. 


the Soviet scientist stressed that the "new proposals of the USSR are prompted bv the 
sense of immense responsibility to mankind. Our generation should come down in histor 
as a veneration which rid the world of nuclear weapons. This is our duty to the child 
ren, to those who will live in the upcoming 21st century”. 


Velikhov pointed out that a reduction in nuclear armaments is possible only if bot! 
the U.S.S.R. and the United States give up the devclopment, testing and deployment of 
strike space arms. The development of strike space weapons dashes the hopes for . 
reduction of nuclear armaments on earth. It is absurd to destroy weapons on earth and 
deploy them above peoples’ heads, Yvegeniy Velikhov emphasized. 


Plan of Action for Al] 


LD18001] Moscow Television Service in Russian 1800 GM] 17 Jan 86 
[Commentary by Academician Yevgeniy Pavlovich Velikhov, vice president of the USSR 
Academy of Scienceifrom the "Vremya" newscast ] 

[kxcerpt] [Announcer] Mikhail Sergeyevich Gorbachev's statement, which put forward 
a complex of large-scale foreign policy initiatives, has evoned enormous interest 
throughout the country. Here is Academician Yevgeniy Vaviovich Velikhov, vice presi- 
dent of the USSK Academy of Sciences: 
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Mankind finds itself at a turning point and a critical moment in human history. It is 
a matter ot whether there will be a future for mankind and whether there will be 
descendants who will remember our generation as the generation that prepared the 
greatest catastrophe in mankind's history or as a peneration that saved mankind and 
paved the way to its survival and to a happy future. the fact is that both scientists 


ind military specialists and those who know the real military plans of the Pentagon are 


well aware, and are saying, that mankind's coexistence with nuclear weapons is 
impossible. Either there will be a future for human civilization or else there wil] 
be nuclear weapons. There cannot be both. 


therefore, the plan that has been proposed at the present time in Mikhail Sergeyevich 
Gorbachev's statement is a plan for survival and a plan for a future. It is a plan 
that should be perceived as a plan of action for everyone living on our planet. 


U.S. Arguments ‘Crumbling’ 
LD201327 Moscow TASS in English 1311 CMT 20 Jan 86 
"Moscow's Realities and Washington's Illusions" -- TASS headline] 


[Text ] Moscow, January 20 TASS -- TASS military news analyst Vladimir Chernyshev 


writes: 


The werld is discussing the major foreign policy actions of fundamental importance, 
formulated by Mikhail Gorbachev, general secretary of the CPSU Central Committee, in 
his statement on January 15. The Soviet Union formulated the trulv great goal of 
entering the third millennium without weapons of mass destruction. This goal is not 
merely proclaimed: The core of the Sovict peace initiatives is a program for the com- 
plete elimination of nuclear weapons in the world with an accord on the prohibition 

of the development of space strike weapons, a program with a clear time frame and 
subdivided into concrete phases. 


Washington, however, continues to insist on going ahead with its “star wars" program 
and with the modernization of strategic weapons. It stubbornly claims meanwhile, that 
the U.S. Administration stands for the total elimination of nuclear weapons. 


Let us put aside for the time being the true goals of the development of space strike 
weapons and the “modernization” of stratcgic offensive armaments. Let us assume that, 
as Washington declares, SDI can make a major contribution towards the creation of a 
world free from nuclear weapons. The official U.S. concept of the “elimination of 
nuclear weapons" was presented by Paul Nitze, a special adviser to the President and the 
secretary of state. It envisions three periods. During the first, which will last at 
least ten years, deterrence will continue to rely on the threat of nuclear retaliation 
and the United States will pursue research under its “Strategic Defense Initiative." 
During a period of transition, which may last several decades, both sides will be 
testing, developing, and deploying according to plan defenses capable of standing up 
to a first nuclear strike. At the final stage, if the technological and political 
circumstances are right, the United States expects to be in a position to go ahead with 


reducing all nuclear weapons to zero. 


As we see, even according to the official U.S. interpretation of this program, it will 
take many decades to “eliminate nuclear weapons" while the end “result,” in the right 
technological and political circumstances, is far in the 2]lst century. The Sovict 
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Union, meanwhile, suggests that step by step consistent aciions be taken to carry out 
and complete the deliverance of the world from nuclear weapons within the next 15 vears, 
by the end of this centurv. 


For ten years, the United States, according to the above concept, will continue work on 
developing space strike weapons under its "star wars" program. But under the Soviet 
program, the Soviet Union and the United States could halve their nuclear weapons cap- 
able of reaching each other's territories within the first 5-8 years and implement a 
decision on complete elimination of Soviet and U.S. medium-range missiles in Europe. 


the second phase under the Soviet program would begin not later that 1990. The Soviet 
Union and the United States would continue arms reductions they would have agreed to in 
the first phase, take further measures to eliminate their medium-range nuclear weapons, 
and freeze their tactical nuclear svstems. 


The second phase would continue for 5-7 years and all of the othcr nuclear powers vouia 
join the nuclear disarmament program by assuming the obligation to freeze all their 
nuclear weapons and to not have any such weapons in the territories of other countries. 
During that phase all the nuclear powers would eliminate tactical nuclear weapons upon 
the completion of a 50-percent cut in their corresponding systems by the Soviet Union 
and the United States. 


According to the U.S. “concept,” in about 10 years, around 1995, a period of transi- 
tion lasting for several decades would begin, with both sides testing, developing, 

aud deploying according to plan new armaments in space and on earth. But under the 
Soviet plan, 1995 could usher in the third phase of nuclear disarmament, in the course 
of which all the remaining nuclear weapons would be eliminated. There would be no 
nuclear weapons left on earth by the end of 1999 and a universal accord would be worked 
out to prevent those weapons from ever reappearing. 


If the U.S. Administration is committed to the elimination of nuclear weapons com- 
pletely and everywhere, as it has stated on more than one occasion, it has an opportu- 
nity to get down to business. Instead of spending the next 10-15 years on the develop- 
ment of new, very dangerous space weapons allegedly intended to make nuclear arms in- 
potent, it seems more sensible to set about eliminating those arms and eventually re- 
ducing them to zero. The Soviet Union is offering precisely such a chance. 


Now that the Soviet Union has proposed a concrete and realistic program for the elimi- 
nation of nuclear weapons, Washington's illusions and its arguments that nuclear space 
weapons are needed to destroy ballistic missiles look especially groundless and are 

actually crumbling down. The latest Soviet peace initiative actually is a touchstone 


for Washington's desire for disarmamerr. 
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Meant for All States 
PM221548 Moscow SOVETSKAYA ROSSIYA in Russian 21 Jan 86 First Edition p 1 


[Nikolay Shishlin commentary under the rubric "Into the 21st Century Without Weapons": 
"What Europe Can Do" -- first three paragraphs are editorial Introduction] 


[Text] The editorial bureau has just received the following dispatch: 


Paris, 20 Jan TASS -- The Paris newspaper LE QUOTIDIEN DE PARIS states that the Soviet 
proposals contained in M.S. Gorbachev's statement have attracted the attention of West 
Europeans and that the prime minister of Greece, which is a NATO member, has called 
them positive. 


We asked Nikolay Shishlin, the well-known Soviet international journalist, to com- 
ment on this report. 


Similar reports have recently been arriving from virtually all corners of the globe. 
After all, the statement by M.S. Gorbachev, general secretary of the CPSU Central 
Committee, was addressed not only to the countries of America and Europe, but 
essentially to the entire world. The tasks posed in it are problems for all man- 
kind. However, it is understandable why pride of place ix being given to the 
statement in Europe: This is a continent where neighboring countries have different 
sociopolitical systems, the line of confrontation NATO und the Warsaw Pact is drawn 
there, and gigantic stockpiles of weapons are accumulated there. By dint of pre- 
cisely these circumstances, Europe has no right to play a passive role in the great 
cause of ridding the world of nuclear arms. The countries of the continent have 
come through the mincer of two world wars. But they have also been through the 
political school of the seventies, when the concept of detente was born in kurope. 


The statement poses the most specific problem of the day -- the elimination of nucleer 
arms. What can Europe do here? If it is a question of strategic offensive arms, the 
lion's share is held by the Soviet Union and the United States. The same is true o! 
medium-range means. But there is a substantial rider: Europe is the home of two 
other nuclear powers apart from the Soviet Union -- Britain and France. They wil! 
have their part to play too. 

Europe also has to play its part in regard to the "Strategic Defense Initiative." 
it is no secret that the Washington creators of this idea are making considerable 
efforts to involve their allies in the implementation of the "star wars" program. 


And if the European powers are imbued with a recognition of their responsibility for 
their own decisions and if the concept of the discipline of reason -- the discipline 
of the nuclear age, if you like -- replaces NATO discipline, this would naturally 
influence the strategic situation in the world. 


[t does not follow from M.S. Gorabchev's statement, as some people are trying to read 
into it, that the Soviet Union is trying to wrench Western Europe away from the United 
States and striving to split the NATO bloc. We approach the questions of the situ- 
ation in Europe realistically. We take account of the existence of NATO and the 
"Common market" and of the close socioeconomic links between Western Europe and the 
United States. But the Europeans have common interests that do not necessarily run 
counter to the socialist countries’ interests. These are primarily to reduce and 
destroy the heaps of weapons that have taken shape on the European Continent. 
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We could be reproached for repeating Reagan's notorious “zero option” in our prcposal 
to eliminate medium-range means in Europe. However, the similarities are merely 
superficial. First, the Soviet Union sees the question of these arms in the context 
of the overall task of ridding the world of both strategic and tactical nuclear 
weapons. Second, Reagan's proposal left the British and French nuclear forces out of 
the equation altogether. But Mikhail Sergeyevich Gorbachev's statement speaks of the 
need to prevent their buildup and to eliminate them. The statement convincingly 
shows that we in the Soviet Union are thinking of security for all states -- large, 
medium, and small. It is in breaking down the old stereotype that see the world 

as an arena for struggle between the nuclear “superpowers” that Europe can play its 
own outstanding role. 


Demonstrates Desire for Peace 


LD212132 Moscow TASS in English 1836 GMT 21 Jan 86 


[Text] Moscow, January 21 TASS -- Willpower and courage are needed so as to live in 
peace in our nuclear age disillusioned about oaths of peacefulness and corrupted by 
ever more vicious methods of homicide, Vladimir Lomeyko writes in LITERATURNAYA 
GAZETA today. What is also needed is the ability to rise above the contradictions 
of policy and ideas, to glance further than the differences characteristic of the 
present day in order to see new horizons and new shores of cooperation. What is 
greatly required here is rising above national selfishness, tactical calculations, 
differences and disputes, whose significancc is nothing compared to the preservation 
of what is most valuable -- peace anda _ safe future. 


The Soviet Union has not only proclaimed this but also demonstrated this in reality 
by addressing a call to all peoples and governments to embark as early as this year 
on the stage-by-stage ridding the earth of nuclear weapons. 


Giving priority to the elimination of nuclear arms, the Soviet Union also declares 
that transfer of the arms race to space is impermissible, that it is necessary to 
eliminate chemical weapons in this century and to ban the development of non- 
nuclear weapons based on new physical principles whose destructive capacity is close 
to that of nuclear arms. Our civilisation must reject the philosophy of slaughter. 
The Soviet plan appeals to mankind's conscience, the author writes. The USSR 
suggests disarmament for development, and this means butter for the hungry, instead 
of cannons, this means new forests and pure lakes instead of missiles. 


The Soviet Union's approach to the solution of global problems of the present is 
permeated with the confidence in human reason and solidarity. The common responsi- 


bility of people to the present and succeeding generations for the destiny of the 
earth requires a new leve] of thinking compatible with the swift changing of life. 


Statements by U.S. Cause Concern 


PM221815 Moscow KRASNAYA ZVEZDA in Russian 23 Jan 86 Virst Edition p 3 


{["TASS commentary for KRASNAYA ZVEZDA" by military observer V. Chernyshev: "Moscow's 
Realities and Washington's []llusions"] 


{fext] The whole world is discussing the major foreign policy acts -- acts of 
tremendous, fundamental significance -- elaborated by the CPSU Central Committee 
Politburo and set forth in the statement by M.S. Gorbachev, general secretary of the 








CPSU Central Committee. Bold, realistic, new in conc: pt and radical in the measures 
proposed -- that is a summary of the assessment made of the large-scale Soviet program 


. 


in statements by heads of state and government and prominent public figures. 


[he statement sets a truly great objective -- that of entering the third millenium 
without weapons of mass destruction. And this objective is not merely proclaimed. 
pivot of the package of Soviet peace initiatives is a program -- timed and divided inte 


specific stages -- for the complete elimination of nuclear weapons throughout the world, 


accompanied by an accord for a ban on the creation of space strike arms. Indian Prime 
Minister R. Gandhi gave an accurate characterization of this program: “The program put 
forward by the Soviet Union is an alternative to the arming of space, a quest for real 
ways of freeing the earth from nuclear weapons." 


Quite naturally, it should be Washington which gives the first response to the new 
Soviet foreign policy acts, since it is the Soviet Union and the United States which 
Should set an example for the other nuclear powers and start the process of nuclear 
disarmament. 


In a conversation with correspondents in the White House, U.S. President R. Reagan was 
asked a number of questions about the package of Soviet proposals. “We are very 
grateful for this proposal. We are studying it extremely carefully...This is 
practically the first time that the true elimination of nuclear weapons has been 
proposed,” the head of the U.S. Administration replied. 


Without doubt the wide scale and multifaceted nature of the Soviet initiatives mean 
that some time is needed to analyze their substance and elaborate a detailed attitude 
toward them. The statements by official Washington spokesmen to the effect that 
Washington is studying in detail the program proposed by the Soviet Union are therefore 
of considerable significance. But, even now evasion on the proposals for preventing 
the creation [sozdaniye], testing, and deployment of space strike arms and on ending 
nuclear weapons tesis is cause for concern. 


Neither the White House chief nor the U.S. secretary of state have said a single 
word about these vital aspects of the Soviet initiatives. 


And other official representatives of the U.S. Administration, without waiting tor the 
examination of the package of Soviet proposals to be completed, have basically alroidy 
started coming out against some of the proposals. "The priority which we attach io 
the "Strategic Defense Initiative’ is well known and remains fully in force,” 
Defense Secretary C. Weinberger stated. fhe U.S. President “is wholly committed | 
SDI," he was echoed by White House deputy press secretary L. Speakes. 


Again according to Speakes, the idea of a moratorium of U.S. nuclear tests is 
“approached with suspicion.” "We consider it important for us to continue test: 
according to plan...At present we are carrying out a modernization of our syst: ; 
since Congress has approved the provisions of the President's program for the 
modernization of strategic arms, and tests are one element of modernization, 


Pentagon chief replied. 


tty 


Thus, the continuation of work under the "star wars" program, known as SDI, sind [he 
continuation ofthe modernization of strategic arms -- that is what Washington coat inoue 


‘* 


to insist on. At the same time they stubbornly put forward the idea that the U.‘. 
Administration supposedly "advocates the total destruction of nuclear arms 











“If the U.S. Administration, as it has repeatedly stated, is committed to t 


goal of completely eliminating nuclear weapons everywhere, it is beiny vive 
practical opportunity to actually do just that," the statement by M.S. Corb 
general secretary of the CPSU Central Committee, stresses. “Instead o| 5194 
the next 10-15 years creating new weapons in space, which are extremely dan: 


for mankind and are allegedly intended to make nuclear arms unnec: ary, i 
not more sensible to tackle the destruction of these arms themselves , 
ultimately, reduce them to zero? The Soviet Union, I repeat, proposes pre- 
cisely this course." 


Throughout the world people have been drawing attention precisely to tly 
large-scale Soviet program involves comprehensive measures desipned t it 
begin halting the nuclear arms race, preventing the militarization of «po 
reducing the danger of war, increasing trust, and strengthening [tnotern tion 
The Soviet Union proposes that we enter the third millennium without ooo lou 
on the basis of mutually acceptable and strictly monitored accords, th U.' 
LOS ANGELES TIMES has written. The proposals put forward by the Sovi. r 
practical opportunity to actually set about doing this. 


However, people in the world have also been drawing attention to some: hin 
Administration staffers have been particularly worried, THR WASHINGTOU Pos) 
stressed, by the reiteration of the Soviet demand for a ban on the dio velo 
{razrabotka], testing, and deployment of space strike arms. Soviet wader 
Gorbachev has issued a striking challenge to the United States, th SS. NK 
vision company noted. He has proposed a phased plan aimed at the toral clini 
nuclear weapons. He has stated that the Soviet Union will stop nuclear tev 


if Washington joins the moratorium. 


The United States, however, the television company noted, is oor ' 

“star wars" program. Indeed, statements by Washington figures lik einber 
Speakes thus far indicate that some people in the U.S. Administroti ! 
opposed to abandoning “star wars." After all, Weinberger has repeoted! 
his creed: While creating [sozdavoya] a space ABM defense, the United 
also have a powerful “stratecic triad” for delivering a crushing nucleon 


And the Pentagon chief's subordinates Perle and Cooper lave “explained” Washiny 


military policy even more bluntly: Even after the creation [sozdanive! of a lary 


scale ABM system with space-based elements, the “nuclear deterrent forces” wil! 


remain "the basis of security"; there is no "possibility of obviating the necd for 


offensive missiles by implementing any ABM program" in the "foreseeable future. 
Thus, it is not in the least the destruction of nuclear weapons which concern 
Quite the opposite. That is precisely why the Pentagon so needs to continue ou 
tests. 


1 


Now that the Soviet Union has proposed a concrete, realistic program tor eliminat! 


nuclear armaments, Washington's illusions and its “arguments” -- its claims tha! 


space nuclear weapons are needed to destroy ballistic missiles -- appear particular! 
groundless and completely fall apart. The Paris newspaper LIBERATION wrote the other 


nivy 


day: "R. Reagan proposes removing the threat of nuclear arms by creating [sorda 
a space umbrella. M.S. Gorbachev answers him by proposing a much simpler and | 
costly solution -- the complete elimination of that kind of armament.” The new 


Soviet peace initiative, the West German newspaper SUEDDEUTSCHE ZELTUNG has stresse 


is essentially a touchstone testing Washington's desire for disarmament. 
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Supreme Soviet Commission Meet 


PM211728 Moscow IZVESTIYA in Russian ?? Jan 86 Mornine Edition p ” 


t 
[TASS report: "For the Sake of Peace and the Peoples’ Security” ] 


[Excerpts] A joint session of the Foreign Affairs Commissions of the USSR 
Supreme Soviet Soviet of the Union and Soviet of Nationalities was held in 
the Kremlin 20 January. It examined the questions of the Soviet Union's 
participation in holding International Peace Year. 


Taking part in the : sssion were Ve A Ligaches. rmember of the ugh 31 March 198@ Our peace proposals mab _ 
CPSU Central Co wmuttce Politbur. , secretary of the CPSI reverse the advance trom the threa’ of nuclear «!! mitat ns 
Central Committe . and chairman of the Soviet of the t mon stuch has already visibly emerged on the path mesdkvVen 
Foreign Affairs C. amuission. BN. Ponomarey. Candidate me vent Hi es now becoming mecrcasing!) clear Whe is & —s 


ber of the CPSU ¢ -ntral Commuttee Poluburo. secretary of the tor peace, and who rs for war 

CPSU Central Ce umittee and chairman of the Soviet of Nation 

alities Foreign Al urs Commission, V Vo Awrnetsov. candidate We are vigtlantly following the development of th 
member of the C. SU Central Commuitice Politburo and first situation and we believe that some people m the West 
deputy chairman o. ‘he USSR Supreme Soviet Presidium. MV trightened by the positive outoume of The sermemut im 


. ‘ 
PPTs 


7imyanin, secretar of the ¢ PSI ( entral ( omm flee ! \ (reneva Intluent: i] forces on the | mats d Stites arc m ter 
Tolkunov and A.E. oss, chairmen of the L SSR Supreme Soviet tack on the results of the meetrng and have launched 4 Drow 
chambers, and TN) Menteshashvili. seeretar ' the USSR mopaign against the sermalization af Sevect-€ NS cehatien 


Supreme Soviet Pres tium 
ita behall of its pepe the Soveet leadership has frequently st. 


YeA Ligachev cond cted the session Opening the session, be it we will never allow the € arte States to break the mule 
noted that Internatio. «| Peace Year has begun its countdown rategec equilibrium but we ourselves will et seck im 
with an event of great and epoch-makiny mmpertince the ncriority 

statement by MLS. Gorbachev, general secretary of the CPS! 

Central Committee, on questions of disarmament Our country he peace-hwing domestic and torenga policy of the CPSU and 
has put forward a series of large-scale initiatives & hose rmple i Soviet State are in orgame, mestricable amity Our comnatyy s 
mentation 1s designed to help mankind enter the 21st century samking people are well aware that by strengthening tren os 
under conditions of peace, trust, and cooperation, without nome might through ther iabor in every way, they ire there! 


ne? 


nuclear and chemica! weapons ‘ msolidating the Son wl | my ms nmicrnalhm i! rwrsil ow 


Sov s hed by their large scale and 
The Soviet proposals are distinguished by BS Our goal, Ve AKO Ligachev said in conclusion, is to rome 


topical, specific nature They will undoubtedly have profound 
nd lon sean des al nflu nt! amipan | ifound support and assistance to the bolding of Lnternational 
A A . weal ucnee 0 he Course of internat 
tf r ' ™ . fe we y car ind li make if the yeu av the rdogyt wor t werent 
ATTAITS 
foctwions m taver of peace and international sccurit 
The forst world reaction to M S Crorbac hev 6 stute ren! 4 ' l-owty ¢ S| kK wmiyvenko | SSR first denuty fn oertenest 
. ‘ i" ¢ 1). rs acl \ ‘iy wt TY 4 
attests to the enthusiasm which our new initiatives bay. cen b c " 
erated in broad circl Wf th { d-lwered a repwert Onthe USSR s Partecrpatoon on laternation. 
. © ( . si * Ci vin 7 this -- 
c ¢ eC peac “ Lc’ i’ ne Veur Vi Ss Crorhaches s statement hy . rl 4 hand 
, , :, mauniiesto of peace and disarmament whose mmplementat 
Today there 1s a lot of talk abroad about how the Soviet tv | 
, vi apt ’ _— could complete the 20th century. The fundamental novelty of th 
has demonstrated, not verbally but in deeds, an example ‘ . 
r mn ibility for the d tiny of 1] nkind t . program conersts mn the fact that mt cis ussecs NOt sips 
-" ‘ 11) wy fall , 4 . ‘ “ . 
oa | - ” | ultemate goal whose attarmment would be consigned to the rnek 
assessimen 
tcrmimate future but also spccil i iNcasures vec wed toa vi rhyk, 
histori iy Orel pernnd must |S years for the total oom 
The LS) Administration acknowledges the importance of the | . | | 
Fi versal ibovittion av nec Wears aut t semultancow 


Soviet LU mon’s peace initiatives. But the marn thing now ts that 
this acknowledgement should be followed by specitic actions t 
build confidence and the peoples security After all. itis clear t 
every sanc person that the Soviet | mion cannot endiess!y display 
one-sided restraint, including on the question of halting a 
nuclear explosions, the moratornum on which has been extended 


compulsory condition that space strike armaments are baaned 


i, 








Speakeng m the debates were deputies Gs A. Zhwkon, Charrmon 
of the Soveet Commuttce for the Defense of Peace. Ye Vo Aa 
chalovskry, fire deputy caanman of the 1 kramman SSR C ounce! 
of Mienesters and chairman of the ( ommrssen for Holding Inter- 
natronal Peace Year m the t kramnan SSR. VV Tereshhows 
chairman of the Commutice of Soret Women. 1 NV Zakharw 
leader of a team of assemblymen-fitters at the 1 cningrad “Kur 
sky Zavod™ production assocuatien, VP) Biryukowa, departs 
charman of the ALCCTL. RSESR Sepreme Senet Deputy 
YeP Velikhov, vice president of the 1 SSR Academy of Scenes 
and chawmaa of the Commuttee of Sowict Scocntests for the 
Defense of Peace and Against the Nuclear Threat. and V Mi 
Mishin, first secretary of the Komsomol Central Commuttce 


B.N. Ponomarev spoke at the conclusson of the sewion The 
Soviet Umon's commitment to the cause of peace, he sand, was 
again vividly showa in the large-scale, historic new peace mutia- 
tives put forward in the statement by MS. Gorbachev, genera! 
secretary of the CPSU Central C ommuttec, | § January thes year 


The statement contains an all-cmbracing program for reducing 
nucicar and other types of weapons of mass destruction to the 
point of their complete climination, by rts arms reduction pro- 
gram the Soviet Union indicates to the whole world that it 1s 
downg everything in its power to prevent war and save civilization 
The Soviet Union's decision to extend the unilateral moratormum 
on all nuclear explosions by 3 months 1s of fundamental «gnit:- 
cance. The implementation of the Sovict imitiatives prowedes a 
way to overcome the deadlock in international tension and the 
arms race into which mankind has been drawn by imperialiwm's 
ageressive forces. These proposals represent the | SSR's concrete 
and sound contribution to International Peace Year 


The Soviet people and all the peoples of the world cxupect a 
concrete response from the |S. Admuenistration to the vitally 
important questions posed in VMS. Gorbachev's Statement My 
offering tts arms reduction plan, the USSR destroys the false 
thesis about the “Soviet military threat” World history demon 
strates that a state posing a military threat to other countries 
constantly increases its armaments, it does not advocate ther 
reduction, still less their climination, as the Soviet U nian is dong 


The Soviet proposals are based on the principle of equal security 
for all. They infringe no one clse’s interests. Their mutually 
beneficial character is convincengly capressed «9 the “I SSR 
Supreme Soviet Address to the 1 So Comer ous” 


Parbomatien on the letcrmateens! Peace Your of wran 
mm oppetants to demenstrate the herb! 

ommmean to all mankend of the aac of neceoctel 
parsecd by our Country tagether ath ti ifatcrnma! 
Oumetnes. It 1 @ccessary to promote our Concent of pp 
wide poltical and sactal corcles abroad and canlawm | 


claboraic a new way of thenking and 2 nce policy takone » 


mt the rcaltecs of the guctcar age whach reqwere 


(eorbachey emphaured wm tus statement. that poonk 
athwe natwonal cgormm tactecal Comsedcratnonms desc! ‘ 
drscord, which are mmsgni cant comypearrern wath the pr 


thon of the maen assct mace and a rchatle lature 


Vitor the scassns ene beereneme proweded by the Crom 
the world capcets the further devclopmecnt of the ent 
vituatoon for the beticr and, abewe all, concrete deo 
the arms race and reduce the muclcar threat 


the (SS refesal to end all euctcar tests aad pan 


A 


moratorium nm onc of the must velacrable pwets of |S 


When taking the decrson to cxtend the moraternum on 


, 


“we 


i. 
' 


cxplowons by another § months the Sewet hoaderstep 


~ooount of the Qumcrows anpneals by lorenen antiwar mo 
pelitecal partecs, and many publ and pebetecal feewres 


The plan of measures for the Sevct U qos party 


! ‘* 


arr 


vetur 


International Peace Vear cavisages the murdementatin of +4 


hous actors and mitiatives on our comntry s terrmtars fy 


organs and departments and socul orgamsatins as well ast! 


ty 


particrpation by Sovect represeatatiwes om Plateral one 
tronal events abroad 


\n evicensve field at sctryvets rout Pawo itvik om? 


opening up before us tor turning International Peace ‘ 


a vear of great changes tor the better om wotermational cclatoor 
Much serious work will have to be dome for thar, #N Pom 


stressed 


The session parterpants adopted «2 statement of th 


Supreme Sovect Soviet of the { mon aed Soweet ot Notes 


lorengn Affairs ( ommeissioms mm conmmection with foter 


Peace Year 


Zhukov Criticizes Speakes 


PM202031 Moscow PRAVDA in Russian 21 Jan 


[Yuriy Zhukov "Political Observer's Notes": “What Do You Say When [here 


Nothing To Say?"] 


[Text] When you read the pronouncements by U.S. officials who hav 
of explaining things to the press, you begin to feel sorry tor them: 
they say something, poor wretches, when there is nothing to say: 
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the main question they are being asked at the moment, of course, is that of Washino,* 
attitude toward the new range of Soviet foreign policy initiatives aimed at elimina’! 
sll nuclear weapons, preventing the militarization of space, and eliminating ai! othe: 
means of mass destruction. Everyone is waiting for a reply from the U.S. Administra’ 
which, in principle, welcomed the initiatives and promised to study them closely. 


So here we have White House spokesma L. Speakes appearing before journalists once ara! 
A question is fired at him immediately: 


jasn*t the Latest, pretty comprehensive Soviet proposal a response to our proposals, 
» why don’t we respond to this Soviet proposal now?” 


‘ye White House spokesman spent a good while beating about the bush in addressing the 
burning topic of the elimination of nuclear weapons, then he said: 


.t is, as the secretary of state said, a very complex issue which demands 
reat deal of discussion. We are eagerly looking forward to this discussion.” 
. new question. What is the White House spokesman's comment on the Soviet 
roposal to eliminate all Soviet and U.S. medium-range missiles in Europe? [he 
uurnalists believe this proposal could be “attractive” to the U.S. allies. 
Speakes goes whole hog: 


“The Russians," he says, “want to eliminate weapons on our (7) side, while at 
the same time they want to keep (7!) their own weapons, which enable them to 
‘eliver a retaliatory strike and have the potential to deliver a first strik« 
ijainst Europe. Therefore I..." 


© journalists, thinking that L. Speakes had gotten somewhat contused, since 
they knew that the Soviet proposals envisage the elimination of all -- U.S. 
ind Soviet -- medium-range missiles in the European Zone, interrupted him: 


"You mean the missiles deployed in Asia?" 


"No, no,” L. Speakes doggedly pursued his nonsensical theme. "My first impression (°) 
is that they want to keep all their armaments deployed in the Furopean part of the USS! 
-- in Eastern Europe.” 


“Are you claiming,” the stupefied journalists ask, “that according to the timetable 
drawn up by the Russians, NATO weapons are to be eliminated first and that this poses 
a problem?" 


“Quite correct,” declared the White House spokesman without blushing. 


the correspondents wanted to further know how the White House assesses the Sovict 
proposal on verification of the elimination of nuclear arms. As is known, this iseue 
was exhaustively covered in the 15 January statement by the General Secretary of the 
CPSU Central Committee: “The elaboration of special procedures is envisaged for the 
destruction of nuclear weapons and also for the dismantling, conversion, or destruc- 
tion of delivery vehicles. The quantities of weapons to be eliminated at each st ay 
the sites where they are to be destroyed, and so forth, are to be agreed." 
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So what did the White House spokesman have to say in reply to this question? 


"This problem has been raised,” he said. "We regard this as a hopeful sign. 
But it my view it is necessary to be much more specific as regards verifica- 
tion of the observance of treaties.” 


(flow auch more specilic cam you eet wer the des i iasttes «~~ a= the statemens 
says - is to be carried ovt “on the basis 9 autually scoop abl md strictly 
verlitable accords.” VYu.Zb.) “If the elimir ation . POs met their destruction, 


ihen this qaust be verifted...” 


wel wheat does the White House spokesmiy, ihink sion Line Sowtet promesal on the 
iapermissibility of the mtiltarization of space? 

"Wiihouc question, we do wot agree with them on SOL secause, ta ou view, this program 
bene its both (7!) stdes.” 


low come?! The Pentagon warts to prepare tor a sirtk: anatos. the USSR trom space and 
w, {¢ appears, should regard this as “benet titan” us! 


Lasitly, the journalists ask: Is the United Siates plintoc, fo order to demonstrate “a 
climate ol ecood feo! lag, to cancel in respu sor® Foe Tie Sere ders ati went 6 h6Aany upc om ing 
aatisateltite or nuclear weapon test?" 


"\ "the White House spokesman declared dctiy, “il cro has been no change 


‘ 


doa't think so, 
in the U.S. position on nucloar tests.’ 


Su this ts how thew brief the mews media tu Wrishiartoo, while + seectally est abl ished 
interagency commission ts studytag the wow Soviet toreton pelicy tate lativees which have 
been oo weemly vweleomed Ly the U.S. Presiden. 


Reagan Comments on Proposal 
LD172057 Moscow Television Service in Russian 1530 GMT 17 Jan 86 
[From the “Vremya" newscast] 


[Excerpt] The Soviet initiatives continue to remain the focus of attention for 
the U.S. public and press. It is reported that, commenting at the request of 
journalists on Mikhail Sergeyevich Gorbachev's statement, President Reagan 
stated: This is virtually the first time that the genuine elimination of 
nuclear weapons has been proposed. 
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"International Situation’ Program 
LD180404 Moscow Domestic Service in Russian 1715 GMY 17 Jan 86 


{“International Situation: Questions and Answers” program, presented by 
Konstantin Patsyuk, not further identified, with Doctor of History Professcr 
Radomir Georgiyevich Bo;danov, deputy director of the USSR Academy of Sciences 
institute of the USA and Canada, and KRASNAYA ZVEZDA special correspondent 
Colonel Viktor Ivanovich Filatov] 


Excerpts] [Patsyuk] The Soviet people, like the whole world public, are deep! 
ianressed these days by the complex of new and far-reaching foreien policy initiatives 
which were set out in the statement by Mikhail Sergevevich Corbachev. Our cowntry 
‘onsiders that a breakthrough for the better is necded in international relations, and 
») it has »roposed a progras of full elimination of nuclear weapons by the vear 2000 
ind has proposed a gradual and consistent implementation and completion of the 
orecess of freeing the earth from nuclear weapons over the next 15 vears. I have 
enumerated, in a rather schematic way, the proposals put forward by our country. We 
tsked Professor Radomir Georgiyevich Bogadanov, doctor of historical sclences, 

leouty director of the United States and Canada Institute of the USSR Academy of 

S Leaces, to talk about the essence of some of these. Radomir Georglivevich, the first 
question we ask you relates to the program put forward by our cowntry for the total! 
'Lyutdation of nuclear weapons throughout the world. Wherein, please, do its con- 
structtve mature, realism, and advantage lie?’ 


‘Sogdanov!] There are many in the world who possess nuclear weapons. Fvery state 
rhat possesses nuclear weapons conducts its own nuclear policy. Many contradict tons 
iawe accumulated; many mitual fears and accusations have piled wo. It is in taking 
account of all these circumstances that we propose a three-step program, whose 
r-alism consists in the fact that it takes accownt al! these difficulties; it takes 
x count of the accumulated and very heavy burden of mutual distrust between the 

suc lear states; and finally, it takes account of all the technical difficulttes. 
‘erein Lies its realism; in this step-by-step program, the solution has been found 
to all problems of how to get rid <-- really get rid -- of nuclear weapons. 


would Like to draw our listeners’ attention to an exceptionally important instance. 
comind you that the far-fetched problem, but a problem nevertheless, of verification 
wis a0 leaportant obstacle on the part of the West in the way of an effective 
precees of control, limitation and halting the arms race. It seems to me this 
oroblom has found, in the statementof the general secretary of the CPSU Sentra! 
mittee, a comprehensive solution. The document states that the monitoring of the 
weapons being destroyed and Limited would be accomplished by both national technical 
ans and also by means of on-site inspections. The USSK the document states, ts 
roedy Wo come to agreement on any other additional monitoring measures. Thus, this 
orobltee, which has for many years poisoned and hindered the process of disarmament, 
4% been resolved. Resolved, as everyone wanted. The document takes into accownt 
il! the concerns and objections of the Western states, first and foremost of the 


nited States, in this regard. 


be quclear disarmament program is also important for the following reason: It 

will lead to a turning point in the dangerous trend where the pace of the arms 

race outstrips the fruitfulness of negotiations. Now this is one very interesting 
phenomenon of our times. Negotiations are conducted for 5 vears, / years, 10 years; 








they start with limitation of the weapons systems existing at the time, and 
all of a sudden it turns out, somewhere in the middle of these negotiations or 
towards the end of the negotiations, that a new system of weapons appears 
which no one even dreamed of at the start of the negotiations, due to the 
development of technology, weapons which change the entire picture of the 
negotiations change the essence of them. In this sense, political negotia- 
tions sometimes cannot keep up with technology. This has become a very 
dangerous trend. Our document takes account of this, and it breaks this 
trend. 


[Patevuk] What significance is accorded i im swwiet program to the moratorium on all 
nuclear explosions? 


[Bogdanov) Our document contains a very important section concerning the extension by 
3 months of our unilateral moratorium on all nuclear explosions. The essence of 

our new proposal lies in the fact that such a moratorium will continue in force if the 
United States in its turn also halts nuclear explosions. We are once again proposing 
that the United States join in such an undertaking, the importance of which is 
obvious for literally everyone in the world. We proceed from the fact that merely 
cutting nuclear arsenals, without banning nuclear weapons tests, provides no way out 
of the dilemma of the nuclear threat. For the remaining part is modernized, and the 
possibility remains of developing [sozdavat] increasingly refined and fatal nuclear 
weapons. There are opportunities for testing new variants of these on proving grounds. 
We are prolonging the moratorium in order to once again address common sense in the 
United States, to address the leaders of this country, in order to put an end and 
genuinely make a practical step toward total liquidation of nuclear weapons. In 
addition, we once again reiterate that a Soviet-American moratorium would be only a 
step in this direction. We advocate that a moratorium should become a multilatera) 
action. We want to renew trilateral negotiations between the USSR, the United States 
and Britain on the total and universal ban on testing nuclear weapons. If the other 
side, which attempts to persude us and asserts at many forums that they very much want 
to be rid of nuclear weapons and that they want to stop the nuclear arms race, if 

this is a sincere start -- if they really want this -- thev have a magnificent 
foundation. And, incidentally, it is not very difficult for the United Stetes to 
start a moratorium. They have tested, to date, a quantity of nuclear weapon: that 


permits them, at any rate, to sleep soundly. 


iPatsvuk] And now, please explain how our country regards the process of liquidation 
of liquidation of chemical weapons, and what our proposals are on cutting conventional 


weapons and armed forces. 


|[Bogdanov}] Well, it is said, rightly so, that our program is comprehensive in nature. 
Indeed, it is comprehensive because it encompasses all problems related to dis- 
armament. And an integral part of this is the threat that hangs over mankind, a 
manifold threat; I might describe it as a seven-headed hydra -- that is, nuclear 
weapons, primarily nuclear weapons, in which the seeds of universal catastrophe are 
sown. It also includes chemical weapons, barbaric weapons of mass destruction. 
Mikhail Sergeyevich Gorbachev's proposals set forth a very meaningful, far-reaching 
program of liquidation of these weapons. In addition, Mikhail Sergeyevich Gorbachev's 
statement says that we are for the fastest possible, total liquidation not only of 
these weapons but also of the industrial base for manufacturing these itself. 
Furthermore, we are ready to ensure prompt declaration of the locations of enterprises 
producing chemical weapons and cessation of production. We are ready to start the 
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elaboration of procedures for destroying the relevant production base and, soon after 
the convention on banning chemical weapons comes into force, to embark on eliminating 
chemical weapon stockpiles. I underline, comrades, that all this would take place 
under strict monitoring including international on-site verification. 


And further, one of the West's arguments -- one of the arguments that sows mistrust 
in the Soviet side and which is very current in the West, is -- I quote -~ that yes, 
of course it would be good to liquidate nuclear weapons, but the Soviet Union 
outstrips the West in conventional weapons, in the so-called conventional forces. 
And, they say, we liquidate nuclear weapons, and the USSR will maintain its 
superiority in conventional forces. So, they say, there the Soviet Union will get 
all the advantages over the West. We take this circumstance into account. We are 
familiar with this argument. Therefore, alongside taking weapons of mass destruction 
out of the arsenals of states, we propose that conventional] weapons and armed forces 
should also be the subject of agreed cuts. 


‘Yatsyuk| What can you say about the first reaction by U.S. officials to our proposals? 


!Nogdanov] That is a very interesting question. What is the United States reaction 
.o this exceptionally important, without cxapreration, historic document. TI will not 
conceal the fact that 1 am following this matter very carefully, and 1 start every 
working day by familiarizing myself with the materials in both the U.S. and Soviet 


press, where light is shed on this reaction. 


‘sg far as the official U.S. reaction is concerned, however, 1} must say that the reac: 
ion is positive in nature in the sense that the great potential of the Sovict propo:als 
is recognized. The promising nature [perspektivnost] of these proposals is recognized. 
At the same time, acute issues are skirted -- issues raised in the genera] secretary's 
statement and to which, of course, the Anerican side will have to pive answers, These 
answers have so far not been given. A statement to the cffect that the Soviet proposals 
will he studied is all that has appeared so far. 


[Patsvuk] The Soviet peace program is attractive, apart from everything else, by 
virtue of the fact that it has a universal human aspect, being addressed not just to 
governments but also to peoples and to all honest people on carth. 


[Ropdanov}] It seems to me that vou have wholly and accurately defined this universally 
human nature. Indeed, the first thing that strikes one is the votiversally humen nature 


‘of these proposals. Why universally human? Why, because the ci hich impends over 
all of us is also universally human in nature. The nuclear catast, 's the sort of 
catastrophe that presents an equal threat both to our countrics and t. * world. It 


is for this reason that it is universally human in nature. It goes beyond che bounds 
of continents and state borders. Therefore, a universally huwan solution to such a 
threatening nuclear cloud must also be sought. The threat is a mniversal human one, 
and the answer to it must also be universally human. 
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Zhukov Comments on Statement 
PM191330 Moscow PRAVDA in Russian 19 Jan 86 First Edition p 5 
[Yuriy Zhukov “International Review"] 


[Text] The week that has passed was marked by the proclamation of major foreign policy 
actions of enormous fundamental significance, elaborated by the CPSU Central Committee 
Politburo and the Soviet Government and expounded in the 15 January statement by ™.S. 
Gorbachev, general secretary of the CPSU Central Committee. These actions are now the 
subject of speeches by heads of state and government and leaders of foreign policy 
services. Eminent public figures are commenting on them. They are at the focus of the 
world public's attention. 


New Thinking in Foreign Policy 


let us note first and foremost that the new large-scale package of Soviet peace 
initiatives, whose core is provided by a l5-year program for the total liquidation ot 
nuclear arms all over the world given an accord to ban the creation [sozdaniye] o! 
space strike weapous, is perceived everywhere as an embodiment of our party's precise 
and consistent line. This line was determined by the CPSU Central Committee April 
(1985) Plenum, it was developed in the draft new edition of the party program, and is 
being approved in the course of the program's nationwide discussion. 


As the draft new edition of the program says, our party proceeds from the premisethat, 
no matter how great a threat to peace may be created by the policy of the aggressive 
circles of imperialism, there is no fatal inevitability of a world war. It is possible 
to prevent war and protect mankind against catastrophe. This is the historic vocation 
of socialism and of all progressive and peace-loving forces in our world. 


On the basis of this fundamental stipulation, our party and state are increasingly 
expanding their peace offensive in the world arena. "The time has come when, under 
the threat of a universal nuclear danger, it is necessary to learn the great art of 
living together," M.S. Gorbachev said at the Geneva press conference on 21 November 


of last year. 


“teth cur Soviet people and -- I am profoundly convinced of this -- the America 
are equally interested in this. All peoples in the world have an interest in this.” 


The starting point for an analysis of the prevailing situation, by which our party 4 
government are guided in putting forward new, bold, far-reaching, but at the sane tir 
realistic, proposals, is as follows: Radical changes have occurred in the world dur 
the last few decades, and these changes demand a new approach and a fresh look at m 
aspects of foreign policy. A new thinking in the policy of states and new approale: 
toward relations between states are necded today more than ever before. 


't is well known that, as a result of the Soviet-American summit meeting, accords wer 
reached that a nuclear war must never be unleashed, that there can be no victors | | 
that any war between the USSR and the United States, both nuclear and conventions|, 
must be prevented, and that neither side must pursue military superiority. Thus 4 
start was made on a constructive dialogue between the two powers which bear part 


responsibility in the cause of preserving peace. 
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But words alone, no matter how significant and weighty Chey may be, are not enough. 
They must be backed by deeds, especial !y in view of the fact that the participants in 
the summit meeting failed to reach specific accord on fundamental questions of termin 
ating the nuclear arms race on earth and preventing it in space. This is precisely why 
it was decided there to speed up the work at the nuciear and space arms talks which, 
incidentally, resumed last week at the very same venue, in Ceneva. 


This is why the USSK's uew foreizn policy actions, dictated by a determination 
to overcome the negative trends of confroutation which have increased in the last few 
years, to clear the way to curbing the arms race, to reduce the danger of war, and to 
establish trust in international relations, were welcomed al] over the world as an 
initiative of historic significance. 


This is being said and written today everywhere -- from Tokyo to Washington, from Delhi 
to London, from San Francisco to Sydney. Jt is also only natural that the eyes of al) 
people are now on Washington which, in the first place, must respond to the new Soviet 
foreign policy actions. Resorting to the terminology of «ports, French television 
declared: “now the ‘ball’ is in the Keagan team's court, and the United States has to 
pive an answer.” 


What Bothers Washington... 


The U.S. Administration was informed in advance of the new Soviet actions, and it was 
given an opportunity for a fast initial response to them. As the U.S. secretary of 
state announced speaking on television, he had had “a lengthy discussion of the Soviet 
proposal with President Reagan on Wednesday," and that, in reply to his question about 
what he thought of the Soviet plan to liquidate nuclear arms by the year 2000, the 
president said: “Why wait until the end of the century?" 


Fair enough, if Washington deems it possible to implement this plan more quickly, it is 
to be supposed that both the USSR and the rest of the world would welcome this. The 
taiks that resumed in Geneva will show to what extent the U.S. side is prepared to 
cooperate in decd in the implementation of this task, which has a trulv worldwide 
historic significance. So far, however, both Washington's official reaction and 
statements by responsible U.S. Administiation spokesmen give no particular ground to 


? 4 


expect fast specific decisions by the U.S. side. 


. . ‘o , 
The U.S. Administration has :« ' co to given an of fictal response to the USSR's 


proposals. According to administration spokesmen, the "“nretiminary (') examination” o, 
‘at present it is premature to speculate about 


these proposals is not vet compicted and 
when the U.S. response will be ready." 


ryon greater amazement is caused by the stance of some Washington politicians and other 

Western politicians who, without having properly studied the statement, are trving to 
latm that {ft apparently contains nothing new, that it repeats former Soviet proposals, 
iid that it contains imprecisions, “tricks,” and so on. There is nothing new in this 
tance by those who belteve that everything originating from the Soviet kis dubious. 

this stance is inconsistent, and it has failed the test of time and facts. 


of course, the White House statement to the effect that the Soviet proposals are welcon< 
there is of considerable significance. It is, however, a cisconcerting fact that, in 
nelr statements, the U.S. President and secretary of state totally avoided the 
fundamental provisions of our proposals -=- about the impermissibility of the creation 
feeydanive), testing, and deployment of space strike weapons and the termination of 


wrrcle r woonpone tests, 
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Attention in this connection was attracted by the sudden appearance of statements by 
administration officials, anonymous as a rule, that they are “alarmed" (7) by the new 
Sovict initiatives which, according to the U.S. press, caught them "unawares." Why 
should they worry if the U.S. Administration welcomes the Soviet actions and intends 

to study them thoroughly, declaring its readiness to even accelerate the liquidation of 
nuclear weapons? 


THE WASHINGTON POST, in an attempt to answer this legitimate question, wrote on 16 
January: “Administration officials were particularly disturbed (!) by the reiteration 
of the Soviet demand to ban the development [razrabotka], testing, and deployment of 
space strike weapons." 


jhis report was officially confirmed the very same day. U.S. Secretary of Defense C. 
Weinberger declared at a press conference that he is "very, very disturbed" by the 

fact that the Soviet Union continues to link its arms reduction proposals with the 
termination of the U.S. program for "star wars" preparations, while White House spckes- 
man il. Speakes told journalists that "the President is, like before, committed to his 
decision to support" this program. 


.».Ani What Alarms the Champions of Peace 


The U S. Administration's stubborn commitment to the “star wars" program naturally 
cause: serious alarm among all sober-minded people, who are aware that to deadlock the 
solution of the question of the nonmilitarization of space means to block the termina- 
tion of the arms race on earth. 


So fer the U.S. Administration has tried to justify the creation [sozdaniye] of space 
strike weapons by claiming that such weapons are necessary to destroy nuclear missiles. 
But tuis argument collapses totally now that the USSR has proposed the complete 


liquidation of all nuclear weapons. The Paris newspaper LIBERATION writes: "R. Reagan 
proposes to get rid of the nuclear arms threat by the creation [sozdaniye] of a space 
umbrolla. M.S. Gorbachev offers in response a simpler and less costly solution: the 
complete liquidation of this type of weapons." 


Thus., the program for the creation [sozdaniye] of space weapons now stands exposed 
before the whole world as a plan for preparation for aggression. Really, how can anyone 
dispute the simple and plain truth contained in the statement by the general secretary 
of the CPSU Central Committee: | 


"Instead of wasting the next 10-15 years on the creation |sozdaniye] of a new 
weapon in space, which is extremely dangerous for mankind and is supposedly meant to 
render nuclear arms unnecessary, would it not be more sensible to undertake the 


destruction of these actual arms, and ultimately reduce them to zero?" 


Another disconcerting fact, reported by REUTERS, is that Washington intends to con- 
tinue nuclear tests which, as officials spokesmen declare, will be largely devoted 
to tests with lasers for "star wars," activated by hydrogen bomb explosions. 


When journalists bombarded the White House spokesman with questions about the reasons 
behind this intention at a time when the USSR, having terminated all nuclear explosions 
at the beginning of Augus , has extended its unilateral moratorium by 3 months, thus 
giving the United States one more chance to end the nuclear arms race, he uttered 
clumsily: "The Soviet Union does not need tests, while for us it is important to 


conduct tests." 
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Attention in this connection was attracted by the sudden appearance of statements by 
administration officials, anonymous as a rule, that they are “alarmed™ (7) bv the new 
Sovict initiatives which, according to the U.S. press, caught them “unawares.” Why 
should they worry if the U.S. Administration welcomes the Soviet actions and intends 
to study them thoroughly, declaring its readiness to even accelerate the liquidation of 
nuclear weapons? 


THE WASHINGTON POST, in an attempt to answer this legitimate question, wrote on 16 
lanuary: “Administration officials were particularly disturbed (!) by the reiteration 
of the Soviet demand to ban the development [razrabotka], testing, and deployment of 
space strike weapons." | 


ilis report was officially confirmed the very same day. U.S. Secretary of Nefense C. 
Weinberger declared at a press conference that he is “very, very disturbed" by the 

fact that the Soviet Union continues to link its arms reduction proposals with the 
termination of the U.S. program for “star wars" preparations, while White House spckes- 
man lL. Speakes told journalists that “the President is, like before, committed to his 
lecision to support" this prozranm. 


...An | What Alarms the Champions of Peace 


the U S. Administration's stubborn commitment to the “star wars" program naturally 
cause: serious alarm among all sober-minded people, who are aware that to deadlock the 
solution of the question of the nonmilitarization of space means to block the termina- 
tion of the arms race on earth. 


So far the U.S. Administration has tried to justifv the creation [sozdaniyve] of space 
strike weapons by claiming that such weapons are necessary to destroy nuclear missiles. 
But this argument collapses totally now that the USSR has proposed the complete 


liquidation of all nuclear weapons. The Paris newspaper LIBERATION writes: "R. Reagan 
proposes to get rid of the nuclear arms threat by the creation [sozdanive] of a space 
umbrella. M.S. Corbachey offeis in response a simpler and less costly solution: the 
complete liquidation of this type of weapons." 


Thus, the program for the creation [sozdaniye] of space weapons now stands exposed 

before the whole world as a plan for preparation for aggression. Reallv, how can anvone 

dispute the simple and plain truth contained in the statement by the general secretary 
the CPS!" Central Committee: 


"Instead of wasting the next 10-15 years on the creation [sozdaniye] of a new 
weapon in space, which is extremely dangerous for mankind and is supposedly meant to 
render nuclear arms unnecessary, would it not be more sensible to undertake the 


destruction of these actual arms, and ultimately reduce them to zero?” 


Another disconcerting fact, reported by REUTERS, is that Washington intends to con- 
tinue nuclear tests which, as officials spokesmen declare, will be largely devoted 
to tests with lasers for “star wars,” activated by hydrogen bomb explosions. 


When journalists bombarded the White House spokesman with questions about the reasons 
behind this intention at a time when the USSR, having terminated all nuclear explosions 
at the beginning of Augus , has extended its unilateral moratorium by 3 months, thus 
giving the United States one more chance to end the nuclear arms race, he uttered 
clumsilv: "The Soviet Union does not need tests, while for us it is important to 
conduct tests." 
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it would be hard to find a more frank admission that those who are so stubbornly 

sticking to the customary “logic” of the arms race are captives of a fruitless and 

langerous policy, a policy unworthy of the level of civilization attained by modern 

society. The time has already come, as the statement by the general secretary of the 

CPSU Central Committee says, to abandon the thinking of the stone age, when the main 
mcern was to acquire a bigger stick of a heavier rock! 


Ihe Duty of Peace-Loving Forces 


This atmosphere sharply increases the responsibility for the further development of 
events borne by the peace-loving forces whose activity and whose relative weight 

in the world community have increased considerably in the last decade. As the WPC 
noted in its address to all antiwar movements, the action program put forward by the 
J5SR fully corresponds with the slogans and demands which have been persistently 
raised in recent times by peace-loving forces of all orientations -- at the United 
Nations, within the Nonaligned Movement, and within the antiwar movements. 


“Now, the WPC declares, “there is total justification to ask the U.S. Administration: 
What will be its answer not only to the Soviet Union but also to all mankind?" 


this question is already being asked of Washington from ail directions. It was asked 
in speeches by Indian Prime Minister Rajiv Gandhi and Swedish Prime Minister Olof Palme 
in Delhi. The Soviet proposais were supported by U.N. Secretary General J. Perez 

de Cuellar. The Covernments of Japan and the Netherlands, maintaining relations of 
alliance with the United States, addressed an appeal to Washington to pay attention to 
the new Soviet initiatives. The mounting and expanding struggle by the world public 
for immediate termination of the arms race acquires that much greater significance, 


This week the ideas underlying the Soviet action program were at the focus of attention 
at the most varied international forums of nongovernmental organizations -- the Warsaw 
coneress of scientific and cultural figures in defense of the planet's peaceful 

future, the Bombay world congress of problems of science and religion, and the sessions 
on the independent commission on disarmament and security questions led by 0. Palme. 
The Soviet initiatives will be examined at the international conference of nongovern- 
mental organizations, devoted to the start of the international peace year proclaimed 
by the United Nations, which open tomorrow in Geneva. 


Major antiwar movements come out in suppert of the Sovict initiatives. In the Usaited 
states, for example, the nuclear weapons f{reezc campaign and the committee for a sane 
nuclear policy have sent President R. Reagan a message emphasizing that the USSR's 

proposals offer new opportunities to achieve effective disarmament, and called on him to 
respond positively to them. 


The Soviet Committee for the Defense of Peace is receiving telegrams from most diverse 

mntiwar organizations abroad, expressing readiness to cooperate with us in the struggle 
to implement the new proposals put forward by the USSR. Such a telegram came even from 
‘ar-off Australia, from the Australian Peace Committee. 


« Soviet champions of peace, for their part, as PRAVDA has already reported, have 
ided to launch a mass campaign in support of the disarmament program proposed by the 
SSR. “In the face of the choice posed bv history itself, there can be no impartial or 

indifferent people,” the address to all antiwar movements on our planet, adopted by 

the Soviet Committee for the Defense of Peace Presidium 16 January, says. "We offer 








you our hand and call for the joint launch of the broadest struggle to ensure 
that mankind welcomes the year 2000 beneath peaceful skies and outer space." 


The fighters for peace will spare no efforts for the sake of the attainment of 
this goal ! 


‘Top Priority’ Examines Initiative 
LD171654 Moscow in English to North America 0001 GMT 17 Jan 86 


("fop Priority” program presented by Vladimir Posner with Dr Radomir Bogdanov 
and Dr Sergey Plekhanov of the U.S. and Canada Studies Institute of the USSR 
Academy of Sciences] 


‘txcerpts] Hello, and welcome to “Top Priority.” On the panel with me today as usual 
ure Doctors Radomir Bogdanov and Sergey Plekhanov of the U.S. and Canada Studies Insti- 
tute. This week "Top Priority" focuses on the statement of the General Secretary 

of the Soviet Communist Party Central Committee Mikhail Gorbachev. Basically, what 
that statement says is that in three stages -- that is by the year 2000 -- we will 

do away with all nuclear weapons. We will have a nuclear-free world -- of course, 

if we all do it together. Now, let's take a closer look at what that statement says. 
Now who'd like to begin? Dr Bogdanov? 


l\togdanov] You know, 1 would like to be very frank with you, Vladimir. I am very 
moved, even more, | am very touched. Why? You know last year was rather a difficult 
year and we have a lot of hopes for the next year. And some people say it's a tiger 
las heard) year, you know, year of happiness, year of success, year of many, many 
yood things. 


Now, | believe that the real events that happened really, is something very challenging 
for all of us [as heard]. What the general secretary suggests, what he proposes, 

is very challenging. It's a real and comprehensive plan for nuclear disarmament and 
the strongest point of that plan is that it takes into consideration all the worries 

of the other side, of America and Western Europe, and it settles a lot of problems 
Which were stumbling blocks for disarmament for so many years. 


Now, as T understand the statement, as I have studied it, you know, all these problems 
have been resolved in a very constructive, very productive way. What I mean by that 

| would like to begin not with the beginning, but in the middle or in the end. 
You know, now you hear a lot of hue and cry about verification, and people say that, 
you know, you may have very good ideas, you may have very good suggestions, but we 
conmpot trust you, we cannot verify, we cannot do this and that. And you know, they 
were concentrating on practically on one point -- on-site inspection: If you don't 
allow ouw-site inspection then things will not move. Now, at every stage of the plan 
iw has presented, you have on-site inspection. Rather, you have a more comprehensive 
set of verification measures: national means of verification; international -- let 
m remind you -- international control, and on-site inspection. So, you have a 
combination of very effective measures now to verify: To verify what? To verify 
the plan of nuclear disarmament, which consists of three stages. 


We will discuss that, I believe, with our listeners not only once, but may be many 
tim:, ond we ask for, [word indistinct], we request you to come back to that if you 








invite us another time to discuss it. We would like to discuss it many times really 
iccause it's a very, very, very moving, very touching, its very human [as beard]. 
Awd we would like to share with our American listeners our views on that, you know, 
how we perceive it, how we understand it, and all that. And what comes to my mind, 
you kuow, is, if you ask me, what is really striking in that, | would say, its 
realism. it's a realistic, a very realistic plan, you know, very realistic plan. 


vosner| Now, what the general secretary proposes, as we know, is to do away with 
unclear weapons in three stages and by the year 2000. And some people might say that 
that is pie in the sky, that it is not realistic. And we might recall Einstein's 
‘awous quote to the effect that when we split the atom everything changed except man's 
way of thinking. 


So I'd like to return to this idea of realism. Do you think that this can really be 
achieved, Dr Plekhanov? 


[Plekhanov] I think that it must be achieved. You mentioned many plans for disarma- 
ment. (?Well), in the first place the nuclear age is only 40 years old and in that 

age there have been, I think, two or three times when nuclear disarmament was proposed. 
Now we are at a situation when, number onc, we have behind us a decade and a half of 
practical arms control -- two major agreements signed and several other agreements also 
in effect -- and that gives both sides enough experience to continue dealing with the 
subject on a bilateral basis. And at the same time it shows that something more 
radical is necessary than just constructing something to regulate the arms race. We 
must really stop it. Another important thing is that the nuclear parity now is very 
stable, there is no way that either side can hope to overturn it. No “star wars,” 

no other program, new military program, that can be devised, can realistically upset 
the existing nuclear parity. And then 1 think another important factor is that the 
U.S. Government, in the last, maybe 2 years, for the first time accepted, if only 
rhetorically -- I hope that it's not just rhetorically -- the idea that doing away with 
nuclear weapons was a good idea. President Reagan thinks that he's all for liberating 
the earth from nuclear weapons. He wants to do it via SDI. We think that this is not 
a good way to do it, that it can only spoil the situation. But this is an argument 
over means. If President Reagan is in good faith then we show an agreement between two 
sides that we can do away with nuclear weapons. 


[Posner] Now General Secretary Gorbachev has said that, why develop SDI as a means 

of doing way with nuclear weapons instead of simply doiv:, away with nuclear weapons -- 
this is exactly what he proposes to do in three stages. Now, what strikes you, 

lr Bogdanov, as the most or some of the most unexpected -- powerful, if you wish -- 
proposals that reflect what General Secretary Gorbachev said when he alluded to peuple 
having to rise above national egoism in this area of disarmament? 


|Bogdanov] You know, I would like to call the attention of our listeners over there, 
that actually we have two plans. We should admit that there is an American plan how 
to deal with the nuclear weapons and my friend Sergey just mentioned that SDI -- 
Americans, or President Reagan claim -- is to get rid of nuclear weapons, build the 
first defense shield... 


|[Posner, interrupting] A real pie in the sky. 


|Bogdanov] What is real pie in the sky [words indistinct] to make nuclear weapons 
obsolete. And General Secretary Gorbachev said: Why should [as heard] wait 10 or 15 
‘ars for building SDI, then, after 10 or 15 years when the (?thing is), just to go 








ahead with getting rid of nuclear weapons? It's really illogical. It sounds very 
silly, I'm sorry to say that. If we can start it by real liquidation of nuclear arm 
why we should first to spend not only time, but to spend billions of billions of 
dollars or rubles, whatever it is, on building this shield? 


Number two [as heard]: Now, if you study our proposals, they're really Striking and 
they're really going beyond national ego or, if you like, national interests. For 
instance, look at the solution we proposed for Western Europe. We proposed, what 

we suggest, is just to get rid of INF [Intermediate Nuclear Forces] from American 

and Soviet sides. For America it's a very different problem, INF in Europe. America 
is distanced from Furope by something like 10-12,000 km; for us INF is Strategic weapon 
which can reach our cities, our capital in a couple of minutes. So, as a target tor 
that we have all the right to worry; not only to worry, but to take countermeasures. 

We go beyond that. We say okay, we are ready to deal with that in a very revolutionary 
way. No INF for you, no INF for us. We have in mind medium-range missiles, you know. 


[Posner] And we discount the French and English potential? 

liiogdanov| Oh ves, we say that; provided that Trench and English nuclear potent i! 
is not enhanced, is not increased, you know. So, if you come down to the whole hi 
tory of nuclear weapons in Furope, how it was done, how we dealt with that -- | moon 
both of us, we are Americans -- you will see that our proposal is a really revolution 
ary -- not only in the way of doing it, but in the way of thinking about it) [eentenc: 
as heard). You know, that's why | believe that this call for new thinking, for poi 
beyond national cgos has really been realized in that statement. 


lPosner] Wouldn't you agree that, along the same lines, the decision to prolong ou 
uni tateral moratorium on all nuclear tests is also going beyond national epoism and 
perhaps even national interests? 


[Plekhanov] Well, of course. The United States has tested more nuclear weapons the 
we have. And when we refrain from testing while the other side does, it's not an 
casy thing to do because there is a point beyond which, you know, torbearance cease: 
to be a virtuc, as Edmund Burke once put it. So it is an important step and I'm al! 
for it: 1 think it's a wise measure that we have extended our moratorium for anothe: 
3 wonths. tt applies pressure to the Reagan administration, but pressure in a pood 
wy -- not done in order to extract some unilateral concessions from the other sic 
or to drive the other side into a corner. It's nothing like that, it's simply 
invitation to really take a serious look at what's going on with this busine: 
icsting nuclear weapons. And of course it's going beyond the national ego: 
looking forward and looking after international interests. 


cy? 


i? 
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lVounner] You know, 1'm somewhat concerned, 1 must say in all frankness as a Sovict 
citizen, about one thing. Is there not a danger that this decision, this proposal, 
might be misread by Washington as a sign of weakness, as a sign of the Sovict Union’ 
backing down on the subject? It might be misinterpreted and encourage the wore howki:! 
right-wing element, hardline clement in the United States to take a totally oppo: it: 
kind of view and ultimately, action. What do you think about that? 


[Bopdanov] You know, Vladimir, I'm of -- if you like -- of high opinion of our 
adversary or of our counterparts over this. t've been dealing with United Statc: 

for the last 75 years professionally and I come to the conclusion that they have ver 
smart people and there are smart people in this administration, people with r: 
understanding what Soviet Union is up to and how we are really (C’strong) 
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the some time that, of course, there are peopic in this administration which may 
think along the lines you have mentioned just now. But, you know, if the other sid« 
revliy (?aiming) at achieving what our !caders talked about in Coneva, they have 
(sy good opportunity both ways. Number onc, to make a real pesture to convinces us 
ad convince the public opinion in the world that they really mean it: the (%pcoce 
ess), peaceful (end). And number two, they understand, and on their profession 
d oxypert-like level, they understand that if a country is risking, if you like, 
* throw on the table such a comprehensive set of proposals with such far-reaching 
msequences (?and results), first of all, it means that the other side is very well 
surc of itself, in the long [word indistinct] to produce such a ect of proposals. 


thoi's the number one conclusion. 


‘Vosuer! You're saying that this is a sipu of strength? 
| Hoydanov } Oh yes, Viadimir, it's a sign of strength... 
'Vooner, interrupting] And self-confidence’ 


topdonov! And self-confidence, because -- and that's by the woy [words indistinct | 
bere, relations -- you know, weaker, you are more vocal, vou ore, you know... 


| You're absolutely right. 
iKopdanov! So that's my point. 


lPorner Very good point, indecd. Well now, the basics of this proposal: nuclear 
disormament in three stages, o!f course, «a test ban on all nuclear tests, verification 
'} levels, ceasing the production of chemical weapons and then destroying them 
compictely, and coming out of the next 1% vears to a world that will be free of the 
danger of war ond of weapons of wass annibitation. This kind of thinking obviously 
Cannot but be attractive to any human being, any (?living), vormal human being. Mv 


question: Do you think this mes.age is poing to get through to the American people’ 


lihopdanov] That's where | have my doubts, Vladimir, to be frank with you, you know, 
nd wy doubts are based on the previous experience. Let's come back to the moratorium 
business. You know, recently 7 met a number of my American friends and colleagues 

omd they were really amazed how this very important fact was distorted by this 
dwinistration (?in the) wav that thev pgpive all the (bad) just to influence the mass 
median under the pretext of the so-celted national interest, just to kill this important 
news, you know. Because they were going [word indistinct] around and telling people 
in Washington and mass media in the other places that it's nothing but a propaganda 
ploy. propaganda ploy. So as far os | know, the American public opinion is not really 
niormed sbout Sovict moratorium; Viediwir and Sergey, you will be amazed that even 
ome American journalists in Moscow who are supposed to know all that, they don't 

know all that. 


ckhanov] Well, at any rate | think that this is test for mass media in the United 
States. Right now they're conlronted with « major, major develoyment in the nuclear 
vo. bor the tirst time we have « real chance of moving towards compicte nuclear 
disarmament. If they kill this nows, if they underrate it, if they compromise it 
Vv, vou know, a treatment like well, this is just a propaganda ploy, if they simply 
tt, fail to report it objectively, then they will do a great disservice to the 


crican poople. 





[Yosner] I think there's more to it then that. | would also think that anv admin 
tration that would ignore or try tw write off this offer risks becoming isolated 
internationally. 1 have that feciing. Now mavbe I'm wrong, but | think that tthe 
people the world over will gradually -- would in that case -- gradually indeed com 
to sce who is for what and who has what to ofter. Would you like to sav anvthing 
morc on this issuc, gentlemen? 


[Plekhanov] Well, I would like to stress one point. One argument against nuclear 
disarmament has always been that the Soviet Union really has an edge in convent iona! 
armaments and so the United States canuwot cntorce nuclear disarmament. Now this 

point has also been taken into consideration and Comrade Gorbachev's proposal! contains 
us one of its provisions a movement forward in the area ot conventional arms reduction. 
Now as our listeners may know, there are talks in Vienna and on the mutual! balanced 
force reduction in Europe. There has been some progress in those talks where the 
Warsaw Pact and NATO countrics are represented. Those are not just bilateral talks. 
They are multilateral talks. And at the same time, there are some differences in 
approach and mostly they have to do with the problems of verification. ‘And the 
Gorbachev proposal] now marks a major movement forward in that area as well, so that 

in the year 1986 we could really conclude agreement on the mutual balanced forces 
reduction in Furope and we are prepared to eo turther there to reduce the evict ine 
level. The Soviet Union has proposed repeatedly that we can reduce the existing level! 
of conventional arms. So the problem of conventional arms cannot serve as an obstacle 
to nuclear disarmament. We must move on both tronts. 





[Yosner] Before savine recdiye. would’ like to sum up mv tcclinp bout what ha 


happened. 


I recall that shortly before the end of the vear in our last program, we spoke about 
the outlook for 1986 and while we did voice hope, as we al! do as human beings, w 
were also not so overboard with jov. We were thinking about a great many dit: ' (ities 
and how things indeed would develop. What with this particular statem by thy 
general secretary of the Soviet Communist Party Central Committee, | thik that 
humanity has good reason to look forward with a high measure of hope provided, of 
course, that (?this) proposal is accepted and understood by the West. Having said 
that I would like to thank Dr Bogdanov, Dr Plekhanov; say goodbye to our audicne: 
until next week. 


TV Correspondents Sum Up Reaction 
LD192355 Moscow Television Service in Russian 1800 GMT 19 Jan 56 
[Television interview with television political observer Georgiy Zubkov, Geneva 
correspondent Vladimir Ivanovich Dmitrivev, Bonn correspondent Viktor Glazunov, and 


Washington correspondent Vladimir Pavlovich Dunayev: from the "Vremya" newsc ist] 


[Text] Now we go to studio 20. Georgiy Zubkov, the political observer, continues our 
program. [video shows Zubkov in studio, to camera, with three television sets in the 


background. | 


[Zubkov] Hello comrades. To judge by these monitors, you can understand that todav on 
the Vremya program there will again be direct conversation with our correspondents 
abroad. The toric of ovr conversation is a most topical one: how the new Soviet 


peace= lo any 


'owe le«en ereeted in various countries. It would seem that one 








is probably unable to imagine that there would be not a single nuclear charge left om 
the planet, not a single nuclear bomb, not a single missile; but this is possible. 

This is realistic. Moscow has put forward a large-scale vet most specific plan for the 
liquidation of nuclear weapons. The first question for our correspondents is how widely 
have the people in your countries been able to acquaint themselves with the Soviet 
leader's statement? Have all the most important aspects reached the public? First, 
over to you, Vladimir Pavlovich. 


[Dunavev] You know, by U.S. standards, an account [izlozhenive] has been sufficiently 
widely published of Comrade Gorbachev's statement. I say by U.S. standars because, of 
course, such a document has to be published in full in the newspapers, and this has not 
been done by a single organ of the press here, but, very large excerpts and detailed 
summaries, point by point, have been published in the more serious papers in the United 
States, which we had not seen before Ceneva at all. There have been no attempts to keep 
it quiet. This is how it is for us. 


[Zubkov] Thank you, Washington. Now over to you, Bomm. Co ahen. 


[Glazunov] As for the bourgeois media, they have only provided an account, at times ver 
brief ones. UNSERE ZEIT, the communists paper, carried the full text of the statement 
and tor this prepared a special issue with the statement. Now this special iseuc is 
being distributed in the streets of the towns and is literally being smotched up, so, 
there is immense interest in the original statement. 


[Zubkov] Several days have passed since the statement was published, let us trv 
up the first res ts of the reactions to it. What has the reaction been to of ficial 
circles in the United States and West Cermany? 


iDunayev] You know, the statement clearly took the administration and the Whilte Hows: 
by surprise. This is being said and written about openly here now. The White House 
described the statement as constructive, to be studied. TI would lfke to note 
Washington's particular apprehension, which the well-known observer Leslie Gelb ha 
written about in THE NEW YORK TIMES. This week the United States has for the [iret 
time found itself, he wrote, faced with a choice which thev have oavotded for many 
decades. Do they want a world without nuclear weapons? This question hae to be 
answered, and Washington does not know how to answer it, because they clearly stil! 
want to lean on the strength of nuclear weapons. 


[Clazunov] Ome should say that the new Soviet peace initiatives are being apprateed 
positively in all political circles in the FRG, although the reaction is not unanlaou 
One must say that attitudes to the new Soviet peace initiatives depend on attituc: 


the SDT. 


[Zubkov] Thank you. In the statement, the Soviet Union addressed an appeal to the U. 
President, to the Congress, and to the U.S. people. Viadimir Paviovich, have vou 
lately met up with any U.S. Congressmen and what do they think about Comrade Gorbache 
statement ? 


, 
‘ 


d iT) interview 


[Dunayev] Incidentally, the newspaper LOS ANCELFS TIMFS has just publi 
with Gary Hart, a senator who ts sufficiently well known and who was up for nominatt 
as a presidential candidate, who said that the exceptionally important tnitiati 

the Sovict Union has shown, so to speak, everyone who it is who is etriving for pm 
and disarmament, and that this must, compulsorily, so to speak, be responded t 
Reagan csdministration, otherwise it will find iteclf tn a very uncomfortable posit! 





[7ubkow! The Soviet Union has repeatedly warned that the development [sordan 
nuclear space Veapons will cancel out hopes for a recuction in nuclear weary 

As is known, the movement in the United States protesting against the “star w 
program is getting bigeer and, specifically, this kind of boveott has been pro 
by very many U.S. scientists. What new facts do vou heave? 


[tunavev] At the moment there are already 1,700 eminent scientists, includin 
Yrize winners, who are refusing, have announced their refueal, to take part tn thw 
research and development. 


[7ubkov] A question for you, Viktor Mikhavlovich. It has been reported in thw 
that there now are not 108, as planned by NATO, but 154 Perehing-? missiles in th 
i.c. they are getting 48 additional missiles. 


[Galzunov] There was a question on this matter in parliament. No official statement 

it saw the light of day. but one thing is clear: The United States has made recodv ver 
many Pershine-2's, something in the realm of 1,000. It is clear that Pershines or: 
necded on the territory of the United States -- thev are intermediate ranece mise! 
(’vow do not tire them at the ocean). 


“, they have to be sited nearer iv ty ark Oh viet Union and its allies, 
ond it is known that of the NAITO countries on ile it | agreed to the siting of 
Yershing-2's. Hence one can draw conclusions: Where is the center of attraction of 
(?fire) of the U.S. Pershing-2's? As for the continuation of this process of deployment 
of missiles, the official deployment of Pershing-?'s has been completed, and it 

the turn of the cruise missiles, and reports have appeared that the first batche: 
cruise missiles are already in the FRC. 


|\7ubkov}] Now we have Geneva too. Viadimir Ivanovich, can you hear us’ 
limitriyev) Yes, Moscow, I can hear you well. 


[Yubkov] Fine. So, join in our conversation. The cpirit of Geneva is a concept that 





today gives a noble color to international relations. Soviet-l.S. talks on nuclear 

und space weapons have been resumed in Geneva. What is the spirit of Geneva in Cenev 
itsaclf? 

limitriyev!] 1 would like e the newspaper BERNER “7TITUNC. This newspaper is pub- 


lished in the capital of 1t untry, in berne, and on the front page there is a phot 
greph of the general secretary of the CPSU Central Committee and the headline: 
Sawtliche Atomwaffen Vernichten. The headline meaus Destroy All Atomic Weapons. That 
is the proposal of the general secretary of the CPS! Central Committee. Other news 
papers provide commentaries, extensive and detailed commentaries, and set out in ver) 
great detail all the stages, and sect out our new peace initiatives. Here, they also 
think that it is an important step on the road to peace, om the road to peaceful 
prosperity for all people on earth. And, speaking of the spirit of Geneva, we must not 
fail to recall that important event which begins 20 January, that is Monday evening, 
more precisely from 2200 hours Moscow time an international conference of nongovernmen- 
tal organizations opens. It is being held within the framework of peace year, and it 
should be stressed that here too, as this conference the center of attention will als 
ccuter on our new peace initiative. 


[7ubkov] Let us now use our television hookup to find out ut some of the inday 
cvente In your countrics, if there are such things. 
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U.S.-USSR GENEVA TALKS 


MOSCOW NOTES MORE INTERNATIONAL SUPPORT FOR GORBACHEV'S PROP 
PRAVDA Rounds Up Reaction 
PM171645 Moscow PRAVDA in Russian 17 Jan 86 First Edition p 4 


{Reports by own correspondents V. Gerasimov, V. Gan, Yu. Yakhontovy, 
A. Maslennikov under the general heading: "The Real Path to Disa 
Peace. The World's General Public Is Eagerly Examining and Di 
Soviet Land's Impressive New Initiatives"] 

licxt ]) Budapest, 16 Jan -- “Entering the 3d Millenn 

Weapous™ is the headline used by NEPSZABADSAG for the 


ment program. All the other central newspapers also print 

our cra in full and devote editorials and editorial! articls 

“the Sovict package of proposals springs from today’ ealit ; 
(committee organ writes in an editorial article. "The burd 
urther steps rests on the shoulders of the United State t 
it is simply impossible not to accent the Sovict propos . 
"the USSK's new initiative is fascinating to anvone who ha 

for the future of mankind," Imre Pozsgay, member tf the M 
yoneral secretary of the Hungarian Patriotic Pe mle "s Front 

"Crsu Central Committee General Secretary M.S. rhache } 


cutice Soviet people and all people of good will. He present 


| s | » 7 | , ‘ . 
orjer tne Ope Lnat tuciear and cin bcadi weapon 


arsenals by the end of the century. There is another import t 
proposals also envisage cutting conventiona irmaments. These 
the Soviet land's confidence in its own strength a f t 
if mankind is relieved of the arms burden it wi! pe pr 
for the flourishiny of people's creative ibilit 7 

welgrade, 16 Jan -- “Into the 2)lst Century Without N 

otal Elimination of Nuclear Weapons <-- it i under t 
Y lav papers today publish reports trom Mo won the 
ibnpitiotaves. 

lin paper POLITIKA vives a detailed account f the CP ent 
sooretary'’s statement, noting: The main ain tf the 

mnkind should cnter the 3d millennium without 
nuc ear bomb. fhe proposals published yesterd . 


[~ 
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cclicale tuirt m « imi t cur : iments. it paper MOKRBA. of 


ft, rhat™ is the tirst tep 
*. ' Ts | t tas c , iy . . 4 . na ‘ " *-. } : ee . 
thas ra tli iSstion ft tend tor a turther > Mont 
r iin 1} 1] Tati i< | ‘ ’ e wiil j ‘ives tte nited St ite t ta 


The Yugoslav press highlights the statement"s conclusion that the adoption of the Soviet 
program cannot do anyone any harm; in tact, everyone would benefit. The Soviet 
proposals place the USSR and the United States on equal terms. The paper pays special 
attention to the USSR's firm and consistent stance to the effect that the total climina- 
tion of nuclear weapons can only be achieved if the arms race docs not spread to space. 


Washington, 16 Jan -- Great was the Washingtonians’ amazement when Russian suddenly 
Started issuing from their radios today. The news speeding in from the USSR was so 
important that the capital's radio stations considered it their duty to include excerpts 
from the CPSU Central Committee gencral secretary's statement, read out on Soviet 
television, in their news bulletins. "The Soviet Union's great new plan,” “Moscow has 
put forward a radical disarmament program" -- U.S. correspondents used these words to 
preface their accounts of the range of peace initiatives put forward by our country, 
unprecedented in its scope and depth and in terms of its significance for the whole of 
mankind. The reports from Moscow immediately overshadowed and took precedence over all 
other news. They were the lead items in the reviews of the most important events of the 
day on all three major national television networks in the United States. They are the 
lead stories in the top U.S. newspapers which have just been published. 


the first official reaction from the U.S. Administration was on the whole one of appro- 
bation, although it caused some bewilderment. A statement by U.S. President K. Keagan, 
published by the White House, welcomed the Soviet proposals, expressing the hope that 
they marked a “further promising step in the process” of cfforts to achieve the 
ultimate goal -- the elimination of nuclear weapons. “Together with our allies we will 
carefully study General Secretary Gorbachev's proposals," the statement points out. 


At the same time, one was struck by the White House's obvious attempt to somehow Limit 
the public response to the new Sovict proposals and to pretend that the United States, 
and not the Soviet Union, is leading the sinccre and honest quest for general security 
and peace. For example, can the presidential statement's listing of old U.S. “initia 
tives,” which have been assessed even by U.S. specialists as unacceptable to the USSR 
because they are unfair and one-sided, mean anything else? 


Speaking on ABC television, Secretary of State G. Shultz took a similar line in 
assessing the new Soviet program. While, on the one hand, reiterating the President ‘s 
words about the “constructive nature" of the proposals, he expressed so many reserva- 
tions that the announcer was torced to remark: “You sound equivocal.” In the end, 
under pressure of irrefutable arguments, the secretary of state saw fit to say: "We 
advocate the elimination of nuclear armaments. Therefore we welcome these proposals. 
it is a big and complex subject, and we want to study it carefully and discuss it at 
the Geneva talks. Our first response is that we welcome them.” 


In contrast to senior representatives of the administration, who often prefer the propa: 
ganda game to common sense and the demands of life, the Americans your correspondent has 
talked with today were unequivocal! in their opinions and assessments. "It is a step in 
the right direction, it is the approach we want. The movement of U.S. peace-loving 
forces wholly supports this action program,” (D. Kestetter), national coordinator of the 
Washington peace center, said. (J. Wells), executive director of the well-known 





“Physicians for Social Responsibility” organization, expressed profound satistaction. 
"The declared aims deserve every support and it is to be hoped that the talks are 
successful,” she noted. 


Bonn, 16 Jan -- Late last night FRC radio and television were informing the country's 
populace about CPSU Central Committee General Secretary M.S. Gorbachev's statement. 
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PCF's Marchais Praises Proposals 


1 


TASS in English 1354 GMT 23 Jan 86 


nuary 23 TASS -- Appearing in the Antenne-2 TV program “Hour of Truth,” 


eneral secretary of the French Communist Party, spoke highly of the 


ce initiatives, tormulated in a statement by Mikhail Corbachev, general 
CPSU Central Committee, and said that France should make a contribution 


armament. Touching upon the domestic situation in France, he stressed 


ists would make every effort to block the right forces at the elections 


sembly in March. The leader of the French Communists pointed out that 


i progressive political course in France was impossible without the 
which is one of the leading political forces of the country. He noted 


y? 
" 


spat 


hat the Communist Party was prepared to cooperate with the other Icft- 


wreed to pursue a policy in the interests of the mass of the working 


sever, Marchais warned, the Sociaiist Party could not count on the Commu- 
rt for the course which is currently being pursued by the socialists’ 


“ 


tee 


has already pushed up unemployment and worsened the living, stand 


Latior 


Greece's Papandreou 
ASS in English 1741 GMT 27 Jan 86 


i, January 27 TASS--Greek Prime Minister Andreas Papandreou 
the proposals contained in the statement of the General Secre- 
itral Committee Mikhail Gorbachev. Speaking at a press 
lav, he noted that “The new initiatives of the USSR consti- 
t positive steps that could be taken in this situation". 
Government, on an official visit in India, said that 


var and peace had been in the focus of attention during his 


inister Rajiv Gandhi. There has been the discussion of the 
uuntries, signatories to the Delhi declaration, must play 
f their efforts toward disarmament, particularly in the 


viel pruoposals. 


is the ix countries must consider their steps. We have 


the question ot great importance of the Soviet initiative, 
tister expressed the confidence that the developing cuun- 


n-aliened Movement, can play an important role in the 
tasks set in Mikhail Gorbachev's statement. 


Romania's Ceausescu 
S in wlish 2306 GMT 27 Jan 86 
nual (ASS == Nicolae Ceausescu, general secretary of the 
ty and president of the Soctalist Republic of Romania, spoke here 


ratitude ¢t the Political Executive Committee of the Central 
nist Party, State Council and the Government of the 








Socialist Republic of Vietnam for congratulations upon his birt 
Ceausescu, specitically, touched upon the problems of the inter 


tion, having described it as “very serious". 


The Romanian leader highly appraised the new proposals advanced 
Secretary of the CPSU Central Committee Mikhail Gorbachev for th. 
? 


of nuclear arms and elimination of all nuclear potentials bw thy 
Romania regards these proposals as very important, Nicolae Ceau 


Their implementation will, a0 doubt, be of much importance for ent i: 
national life, will remove the danger which threatens verv Lif. 


Therefore, it is necessary to firmly support this programme and 
lutely for its implementation, the speaker said. 


anwhile, we must intensity the activity in matters of universal disarns 
ion of conventional armaments and troops, since it is only in this wav tha 
ill lessening ot tension can be achieved and the danger of outbreak of 
removed, he said. we must act in this spirit in Stockholm, at tix 
mierence in Geneva, at the talks in Vienna, must do everything to crea’ 


rom nuclear and emical weapons in the Balkans. At the same time w it 
iniiestation { the policy of force and threat with force in the Medi‘ 

speaker w m. his indicates that it is necessary to do everything * 

veral] change o! the ternational situation, to arrest the arms race, 

of nuclear arms, to ensure that the policy of force or threat of force, 

in the affairs of other states is abandoned, said the leader of the Romania 


Republic. 
’ 


iri s Zhivkov 


LD280013 Moscow TASS in English 1920 GMT 27 Jan 86 


[Text] Sofia, January i|ASS == the State Council and the Covernmen' 
Republic of Bulgaria, the entire bulgarian people, varmly welcome and 
the statement of the General Secretary of the CPSU Central Committee Mik 
said ftodor Zhivkov, %! eral secretary of the Central Committee of * 
Communist Party aad president of the State Council of the People's 

He delivered a speech bere today at the tegular session of the Nationa! 
the People’ ; Repubiasa yf ulszeria. 

Joldness and scope, realisi ft the proposals advanced in the Soviet d 
our contidence that pewpies can stop these who are pu 


the abyss of nucicat catastrophe, the Bulgarian leader stressed. 
initiatives consolidate our ntidence in the strength of social li: 
peace and progress. 


ihe statement of the Soviet } t is a document of histori« j mp rt as 
» clear task of eliminating nuclear arms, of ridding humanity of ; 
speaker said. the statement set ut concrete initiatives, whose a! 
yumanity to usher in the .at century under peaceful skies, without 
\nd this aim can be achieved. It reflects the vital interests of a 
Mikhail Gorbachev’ tatement requires not generalised assurances 
peice, but oncrete lerds. ‘Bel Why i worid is now abic to see wha’ 
by some or other statesman, re te carrying the world <- ¢t 

(wis is why all peaceiu : welcome the Sovict proposals wit 
ptimism, Tfodor Zhive ij 








CSSR‘s Husak 


81137 Moscow PRAVDA in Russian 28 Jan 86 First Edition p 4 


i , 


rpt| Prague, 2/7 Jan -- The Czechoslovak people express full support for 
peace-loving Soviet proposals put forward in the statement by M.S. Gorbachev, 
eneral secretary of the CPSU Central Committee. These constructive initiatives, 
jimed at eliminating the arsenals of nuclear weapons within this century, meet 
ir vital interests, G. Husak, general secretary of the CPCZ Central Committex 
president of the CSSR, said when addressing a report and election party 
rence in Brno. 


Soviet program tor ridding the planet of nuclear weapons, preventing the 
irization of pace, and achieving peaceful cooperation among the peoples, 
id, is producing 4 great response in the world and finds broad support 
progressive and democratic forces and all realistically minded people. 

realistically, the CSSR leader continued, the correlation of forces in thu 

i» Che Aggressive nature of international imperialism, and the interests of the 

il monopeltes, which would receive fabulous profits from a new round of the 


ra mc are pressuring Western public opinion for selfish aims. [hus the struggle 
ment the § et Union's peace-loving proposals requires tremendous efforts from 
f good will, ordinated action from the socialist countries, and cooperation 
“yO value peace. The GDR will continue to take an active part in the struggel 
or ress, the prevention of the threat of war, and disarmament, the 
iti 
’ 


oOreign Minister Chnoupek 


4/7 Moscow PRAVDA in Ru ian 24 Jan 86 First Edition p 5% 
. rt ondent S. Vtorushin dispatch under the general heading “Broad 
sport for Soviet Peace Initiatives": “‘An Inspiring Plan’ CSSR Foreig: 
Ler » Lhnoupe: ay in Interview for PRAVDA™ |] 
» 63 en sider th tatement by M.S. Corbachev, general secretary 
tral Committee, ¢ e an extremely important and unique initiative,” 
ipek, R torel inister, said in an interview with your correspondent. 
t nv is itiy demonstrates the USSR's sincere interest in and readiness to 
t implement ours neuring a life in the thicd milleunium itee ol the 
lear dest! lon. is highly humane plan, one which is utterly specit i« 
ime and tent, put forward an ettective and, as | would Like to stress 
irticular, realistic program for resolving the fundamental questions of the present 
ementation, ' nding of the arms race on earth, its prevention in space, 
f all ¢ f nuclear weapons, and the improvement of the internat ion- 
iid be of tremendous benefit for all the peoples. 
ive pass i this policy statement was issued and it has become a 
r for all e-loving, antiwar, democratic, and realistically-ninded 








The world public's paramount attention is inevitably focused on the balanced 
three-stage program for the complete elimination of nuclear weapons, a program 
whose implementation would undoubtedly be a major landmark on the path of man- 
kind’s peaceful development. As a nuclear and space power the Soviet Union, 
guided by a high sense of responsibility for mankind's fate, counters the 
“star wars" danger by putting forward large-scale proposals on cooperation in 
the peacetul use of space and on freeing the world of nuclear weapons. The 


soviet proposal’s aim -- the peaceful use of nuclear energy and space -- are 
lear and meet the aspirations of the peoples in all countries regardless of 
, Lliti ai Ss‘ tcm. 


putting torward these proposais, the Soviet Union Hus given the disarmament process 4 
qualitatively new scale. This exceptional opportunity must not be missed. Tlw wt icude 
toward the Soviet proposal will also be an accurate barometer of the sincerity vo. state- 
ments concerning the interest in preserving peace. 


il would Like to take this opportunity to assure PRAVDA readers and all Soviet people that 
our people also welcome and fully support this mobilizing program, which gives new 
Strength to all who strive to safeguard security and peace in our nuclear and space age. 
{t also meets our vital needs and aspirations and strengthens our conviction that under 
conditions of peace we will be able to focus our efforts on fulfilling the complex tasks 
that will be put forward by the 17th CPCZ Congress. 


As the official statement by the CPCZ Central Committee Presidium and the CSSR Government 
Stresses, Czechoslovakia is utterly determined to most actively promote the implementa- 
tion of the Soviet Union's proposals so as to enable the tremendous opportunity of tered 
to mankind to be used and to enable the peoples to enter the new millennium with conti- 
dence, and without fear for their cxtstence. 


The main point now is that this inspiring plan offering a real prospect of peace without 
nuclear weapons has also found a positive response from the other side. One may agree 
with those realistically-minded political circles in the West and the public at large 

who demand that the new Soviet proposals be discussed most seriously and implemented con- 
sistently. Much now depends on the positive response of those to whom they are addressed 
because they should understand with the highest sense of responsibility that this will ve 
) fost of state maturity and visdon. 


Argentin 2°s Laputo 
LD282025 Moscow TASS in English 2005 GMT 28 Jan 86 


iExcerpt] Moscow, January 28 TASS--Talks between member of the Political Bureau 
Central Committee, USSR Foreign Minister Eduard Shevardnadze and 
Forelen Affairs and Religion of the Argentine Republic Danta Marto 


Caputo opened here today. 


ft the CPS 


Minister of 


Topical problems of world politics have been discussed in a constructive 
spirit. [t has been noted that the USSR and Argentina, holding coinciding 
or close stands on important international matters, declare for the consoli- 
dation of peace, for the curbing of the nuclear arms race and effective 
measures in the aerhere if disarmament. 








Eduard Shevardnadze set out in detail the Soviet concept of a world without 
nuclear arms advanced in the statement of the General Secretary of the CPSU 
Central Committee Mikhail Gorbachev and stressed that the implementation of 
the program of the complete elimination of nuclear weapons everywhere with 
preventing the emergence of space strike arms would lead to a radical 

improvement of the international situation on a Long term and stable basis. 


Dante Caputo described the new Soviet initiative as the most important proposal advanced 
in the sphere so far and noted that it is consonant with the stand of the Government of 
Argentina. He spoke highly of the Soviet Union's decision to extend the operation of 
its unilateral moratorium on any nuclear explosions, the Soviet stand on matters of 
effective control to ensure that there is no nuclear testing. 


The Soviet side noted Argentina's vigorous activity on the international arena, its 
contribution to the lowering of international tension, the struggle for nuclear disarm - 
ment. for the ending of nuclear tests. 


India’s Reaction 


/ 


PM251405 Moscow IZVESTIYA in Russian 26 Jan 86 Morning Edition p 4 


[TASS report under general heading: “USSR Supreme Soviet Delegation Visit to 
India” ] 


[Excerpts] A USSR Supreme Soviet delegation headed by V.V. Kuznetsov, candi- 
date member of the CPSU Central Committee Politburo and first deputy chairman 
of the USSR Supreme Soviet Presidium, which is on an official visit here, has 
been received in the presidential palace by President Zail Sineh of ‘ntia. 


vw triendship between our two countries is based not just on clo, iiateral colet bees 
ut also on the proximity of our views on topical international problems, above all in 
t hn phere of the struggle for peace, Zail Singh noted. This is why the recent state- 


it of M.S. Gorbachev, general secretary of the CPSU Central Committee, containing 
: ific proposals for nuclear disarmament was welcomed in India with great satisfac- 
tion. Indian people fully support these USSR proposals because they are dictated by 


’ 


j ) rn for peace m earth. 


. Kuznetsov thanked the president for the warm words addressed to the Soviet people. 
relations between our countries, he soted, are developing and expanding upward. 


The Soviet Union will continue to consistently steer a course toward the expansion and 
Jeepenioe of relations with India itn every way and in all spheres. We have gathered 
from the meetings that have been held here that the Indian side is also interested in an 
even re effective development of our relations. 


hich appraisal of the latest peace initiatives put forward by the Soviet Union 


waich was expressed by the president is evidence of India's firm adherence to its posi- 
rion f oreserving and strengthening peace and eliminating the threat of nuclear war, 
| of the Soviet delegation said. In the current complex international situation 
pat | all efforts in order to prevent a nuclear catastrophe and do everything we 

t protect eace n earth. 





the Soviet parliamentarians paid a call on Vice President R. Venkataraman ot | 
Addressing him, V.V. Kuznetsov emphasized that the friendship between India and tix 

is a factor of stability in Asia and throughout the world. The current complex inter 
national situation demands even more vigorous efforts from our states in the inter- 
national arena especially as regards maintaining peace. The aim of the new Sovict 
peace proposals put forward in M.S. Gorbachev's statement is precisely the preservation 
of peace on earth and the elimination of the nuclear threat once and tor all. The 
struggle for peace is the most important problem of the present time. for this reason 
our countries’ parliaments must intensify their joint efforts in this sphere, the head 
of the Soviet delegation noted. 


k. Venkataraman declared in turn that India supports all the USSR's efforts aimed at 
achieving nuclear disarmament. We cordially welcome the Soviet leader's proposals, 
whose implementation would open up a new cra in the history of mankind and lead to the 
elimination of nuclear weapons. In fact, specific proposals of this kind, providin 


for a stage-by-stage elimination of nuclear arms, have been put forward tor the tirst 
time in the world. We believe that the USSR's new proposals are a step in the right 
direction. We also support the Soviet Union's appeal to prevent the spread of nuclear 


(> space because this would present a lethal threat to all mankind. 


tue Soviet parliamentarians met with H.K.L. Bhagat, minister for parliament: 
attairs and tourism. Our countries’ parliaments have an important role to p! 
in the struggle for peace, which represents the most important task of the day, 
the head of the USSR Supreme Soviet delegation said during the meetine. In | 
context he drew attention to the latest USSR peace initiatives contained in 
M.S. Gorbachev's statement and aimed at eliminating nuclear weapons. Thi 
document reflects the vital interests not just of the Soviet people but o| 

all the world's peace-loving people. 
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Aware of its responsibility to mankind, the Soviet Union recently put forward 
new, tar-reaching initiatives in the sphere of disarmament, above all nuclear 
disarmanent, which are designed to bring about a decisive turn toward detente 
and a normalization of the international situation. 


| would like to emphasize that this is a question of a problem which concerns mankind 
48 a whole and which can and must be resolved jointly, by pooling the efforts of all 
states and peoples. And the sooner the submitted proposals are translated into prac- 
tical deeds, the stronger will be -he guareitees of peace and security on our planet. 


As tor the efforts to end the arms race, prevent it from spreading to space, and rever' 
to detente in international relations, the USSR and India are working esentiall, 

ward same goal. Special importance here attaches to the intensification of our coun- 
tries’ joint actions in the cause of resolving the world's most burning problem, that 


7 


f averting nuclear war. 


DRA Support 


LD231546 Moscow TASS in English 1403 GMT 23 Jan 86 


[Text] Kabul, January 23 TASS -- The Political Bureau of the Central Committe ff 
coople’s Democratic Party of Afehanistan has expressed unantrou mupport for the new 
viet initiatives contained in Mikhall Gerbachev'’s statement. These inittativ: 
‘ding with the interests of all peoples of the world demonstrate the peacetul 
hearacter of the USSR's fereien poli ., Open up new and realistic prospects on the way 
‘Oo peace and preventing the danver of nuclear war, said Babrak Karmal, ceneral secretar 
of the Central Committee of the People’s Democratic Party of Afehanistan, addr 
i mectine of the political Rureau, The Atehaon leader stressed that the “sser’ 
readiness for purposeful and constructive talks, the constructive Soviet proposals, | 
the Western countries display a responsible approach to them, would contribute toward 
reating an atmosphere of contidence and trust the world over. 

e Political Bureau of the Central Committee of the People’ Nemocrat Port 
(fehonistan has expressed support for the USSR's principled stand that reeion.! 
onfitcts should not be an obstacle for toking disarmament measures and str od tin 
nistorvemakine character of the USSR's new tnittative concerning the st mportcant 


ry? vb Ler mt t ley nresenr., 
International Peace Croup 


LD231508 Moscow TASS in English 1359 GMT 23 Jan 86 


‘Text! Geneva, January 23 TASS -- A meeting has been lield today of the members of the 
Soviet delegation at the Soviet-American talks on nuclear and space weapons with a dele- 
‘ation of representatives of the current internal in wierence here of non-vovern- 
mental organizations devoted to the International Year of Peace, 








Viktor Karpov, head of the Soviet delegation, stressed the enormous fundamental! 
Significance of the statement by Mikhail Gorbachev, general secretary of the 
CPSU Central Committee, containing a broad and concrete programme for the total 
elimination everywhere of nuclear weapons by the vear of 2000 on condition of a 
ban on the development of space strike weapons. 


It was said that the Soviet side will be suwvurauisy guided at Lin cine willis the L.S. 
delegation in Geneva by that history-making document with the aim of the speediest 
attainment of mutually acceptable agreements on issucs under discussion, proceeding from 
the conviction that it is precisely the USSR and the USA that should set an example for 
the other nuclear powers. 


the representatives of non-governmental organizations said the participants in the con- 
ference treated with much attention both the results of the Soviet-American summit 

(?and the) new Soviet proposals contained in Mikhail Gorbachev's statement of January 15. 
In their opinion, the Soviet Union's new peace initiative gives a powerful mobilising 
impetus to the intensification everywhere of the struggle waged by world public tor 
putting anend to weapons race on earth and preventing it in outer space, for eliminating 
the threat of a nuclear catastrophe hanging over mankind. 


The day before, a numerous group of delegates to the conference visited the USSR perma- 
uent representation to the U.N. office in Geneva. They were brieied by Viktor Israelyan, 
head of the USSR delegation at the Geneva Disarmament Conference, on the Soviet Union's 
policy in the field of disarmament and the new Soviet peace initiatives. 


Peace Physician 


LD172348 Moscow TASS in English 1801 GMT 17 Jan 86 

[Text] Moscow, January 17 TASS -- The statement by Mikhail Gorbachev, general secre- 
tary of the CPSU Central Committec, which formulates a program for the complete 
elimination of nuclear weapons in the world, has been characterized as an initiative 
of mankind's good hopes by Academician Mikhail Kuzin, a co-founder of the Inter- 
national Phys.acians tor the Prevention of Nuclear War. 


rhe Soviet Union suggests that the process of ridding the world of nuclear weapons 
be carried out stage bv stage and consistently and completed over the next 15 vears. 
By the end of this century, the Soviet scientist said. This measure is needed by the 
world. Medical scientists in different countries point out on the basis of accurate 
scientitic data that nuclear weapons are weapons of genocide because they subvert 

th: very foundations of humar existence, of all life on earth. Mankind should tak« 
a realistic look at tacts. According to the estimates of U.N. experts, there are mors 
than 50,000 nuclear warheads in the world. Their vield is equivalent to the yield 

of more than one million bombs like the one dropped on Hiroshima. And we should 
remember that the people of Hiroshima continue to die from the effects of the atomix 
blast even today, 40 years later. 


We do not exaggerate when we point out the extreme danger of universal nuclear 


catastrophe, Kuzin continued. it has been estimated that about 2.5 billion peopl 
simultaneously can tall victim to it. The rest will sulter from the tragic altermath, 
such as diseases, lack of tood, drinking water, power, housing, health care, and a! s 
from a “nuclear winter.” The global ecological ettects of nuclear war are 








unpredictable. The international movement of physicians today unites more than 145,000 
nedical people trom over 50 countries. They stand for the prevention of nuclear 

war and therefore are opposed to nuclear weapons. The motto of the next congress of 
the movement, due to take place in Cologne next spring, is “Jo live together or to dix 
together.” To live together is the keynote of International Year of Peace announced 

vy the United Nations in 1986. The new Soviet peace program, which formulates the 

only dependable possibility to preserve life in the present-day situation, that is, 


to destroy nuclear weapons, also is a call for living together. 


This is the command 
i reason. 


j ‘yal 
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U.S.-USSR GENEVA TALKS 


SPANISH DAILIES COMMENT ON ARMS PROPOSAL 


a, , ’ 


1M271033 [Editorial] Report] Newspapers published on ! anuat arry editors 
CYSU General Secretary Mikhail Gorbachev's latest disarmament proposal. 


Medrid FL PAIS in Spanish on 17 January publishes on page 10 an editor! which 

that “the fact that both Soviets and Americans today m enger defend *balane’ t 
‘parity’ but have an end to nuclear weapons as the decisive goal is a cuinmce idence 
transcending the propaganda level.” It continwes: “In specific terms, ther © ts 
aspects in which Gorbachev has taken steps in apostt ive ig@ctions First, the 

month extension of the unilateral moratwrium on quclear tests, which in pri pis 


hould have expired 31 December. This is gesture Of Fs Willi, achnowledge 


«tl 
U.S. circles without any liking for the USSR: it showld allow a mere thorou, 


nation of the isswe. The second aspect concerns medium-range miss) » whic! ‘ 
the SS-20's, Pershing-2"'s, and cruise missles. The joint @clafation wf the Geneva 
summit already contains an allusion to a possible inter ap reement tives , via 
What is new in Gorbachev's remarks is that im the tiret tape $ disarmament he 

mot a reduction but the elimination of beth the Seviet and U.S. medium-range ‘ 
deployed in Europe. The first U.5. reaction te this proposal pointed t that ré 
come similarity to previous suggestions made by the United States. 





"What stands out in this point in the USSR’s latest proposal is the desire t ext 
fundamental concern of European governments; in epecifwing that in the firet etow 
France and the United Kingdom would freeze their arms (their reductionwill come later), 
Gorbachev takes into account what has always been arewed by those two states. 


“Comparing Gorbachev's plan with the stances repeatedly expounded by the United States, 
the greatest remaining obstacle is ‘star wars’: The United States regards it 
nonnegotiable, and accuses the Soviets of having already begun the militarization 


space; the USSR says that it precludes any progress in disarmament. Gorbaches 
changed this view. it was decided at the Geneva summit that this point will be unde: 
éiecussion at future summits. The next summit wil! take piece om the occasion of 


Gorbachev's visit to the United States, in Jume or in the fall. ntil then the Cems 
negotiations will remain circumscribed by that fundamental disagreement. 


Barcelona LA VANCUARDIAN in Spanish on |’ January pub! ioh« nm page 6 an edit 

says “that Moscow's current plan coordinates a whole seri« f pre nitiative 
a coherent and gradual whole which frees it from the appearance of expedient port 
with broad scope for imprecision. Not because everything is clear, well-defined, 
explicit -=- something that could hardly be the case when what is involved 


comprehensive as that now proposed by Gorbachev <= Sut bec aus 
ite formulation. For this very reason the reaction both in Washington ow 








capitals of Western Europe has been one of willingmess to study thoroughly the 
bilities of the Soviet plan. Of course, it will be at the recently resumed Genevs 


disarmament conference that Moscow's proposals will be analyzed and discussed in depth.” 


It concludes: 


"For the present it is clear that Corbachev is prepared to go very far in his aim ot 
imparting credibility to his disarmament proposal. This does not mean that Moscow's 
proposal is free from political intentions. There are two specific aims: Une, that 
of placing the United States in embarrassing circumstances for going ahead with it 

aim of creating the ‘space shield’; the other, more far-reaching but persistent 

Soviet diplomacy, that of fostering disagreements between the United States and its 
European allies, both in the event of Washington mot finding a point of agreement with 
the USSR in Geneva, and if ‘star wars’ emerges as an obstacle to preserving the hopes 
entailed by Gorbachev's current proposal.” 


/6091 
CSO: 5200/2603 
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CHEMICAL/BIOLOGICAL WEAPONS 


TASS: U.S. PROPAGANDA CAMPAIGN PROMOTES CHEMICAL WEAPONS 


LD231006 Moscow TASS in English 2154 GMT 22 Jan 86 

[text] Washington, January 22 TASS -- The Pentagon bas spent almost 
in the pastthrce years on « propaganda campaign meant to get the U.S. Congr: 
abandon its opposition to the programmes to produce new types of chemical » 
Writing about this todsy, THE WASHINGTON POST cites excerpts from the report 
consulting firm “Burdcshew Associates, Ltd.” with a roster of mor. than ! 
generals and officers. The Pentagon resorted to the services of thi 

the programme for the modernization of its huge chemical weapons arsena 


ami 


To the Pentagon order, @ group of experts from “Burdeshaw Associates" 
“study” with a view to pressurizing congressmen and mustering thei: 
relesse of tunds in the current fiscal year for the production ef ner 
chemical weapon of new generation and of enhanced danger. The U.S. 
complex, which has already built on taxpayers’s funds a piant to produce 
in ine Bluff, Arkansas, has been ewaiting this consent with impaticnc: 


their aim, staff members of “Burdeshew Associates” were not ashamed ! 
such methuds of “brainwashing” lawmakers as juggling with facts and slander. 


Senior Pentagou ofticials are now refuting the fact that they attempted to put pre 
on congressmen. they in the U.S. military establishment are cager * once ¢ 
that in purswit of its selfish ends the military-industrial complex break ‘i 


prohibiting the use of tunds to influence congressional action on any 
pending before Congress. The article in THE WASHINGTON POST is graph! 
laws for the Pentagon are wot mandatory when the point at issue is moder 
military propremmes promising new profits for the military-industrial 


/6091 
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HEMICAL/BIOLOGICAL WEAPONS 


BRIEFS 


MAN LAN-BULGARIAN APPEAL TO UN--New York, January 15 TASS--A declaration- 
veal by President Nicolae Ceausescu of Romania and chairman of the State 
inmcil of Bulgaria Todor Zhivkov calling for the establishment in the Balkans 
a zone free from chemical weapons has been distributed here as a document 
the U.N. General Assembly. The document points out that the implementa- 

m of the proposal would become an important step towards totally ridding 
rope of this extremely dangerous type of armaments, would ftacilitate the 
orts towards achieving its universal and total prohibition, and could help 
epen contidence and expand cooperation between states. [Text] |Moscow 

TASS in English 2035 GMT 15 Jan 86 LD] /6091 
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EUROPEAN CONFERENCES 


FRENCH, FRG MINISTERS ADDRESS CDE CONFERENCE 
AU281320 Paris AFP in English 1311 CMT 28 Jan 56 


[Text] Stockholm, Jan 28 (AFP) -- The Conference on Disarmament in Europe (COE) opened 
its third year ot talks here today, with French External Relations Minister Roland 
Dumas insisting that the problem of conventional arms should not take second place to 
nuclear weapons negotiations. 


lle and West German Foreign Minister Hans-Dietrich Genscher were attending the session 
to push the 33 participating nations -- all of Furope, except Albania, plus the United 
States and Canada -- to draw up a code to restore Fast-West contidence prior to the 

next Conference on Security and Cooperation in Europe (CSCE) in Vienna next September. 


the last session here closed December 270 without making concrete progress in guidelines 
timed at reducing the risk of conventional wartare in Europe, 

Both ministers today commented on proposals by Soviet leader Mikhail Gorbachev to 
destroy all nuclear and space weapons in three stages over 15 years. 


Mr Dumas, in the tirst official French response to the proposal, said security re- 
mained the heart of the problem and it was “insufficient™ to treat only the elimination 
of nuclear armaments. “You cannot forget, at the same time, the conventional and 
chemical forces present in Europe, which also threaten our countries,” Mr Dumas 

said, adding that France “cannot accept that the problem of conventional armaments 

be given second priority to nuclear negot Lations.” 


France, has so far refused to join any U.S.-Soviet nucicar arms talks, but Mr Dumas 
said Paris would participate provided three conditions were met: that U.S. and Soviet 
nuclear arsenals were sufficiently reduced todecrease the current disparity with the 
arsenals of other nuclear powers, the non-reinforcement of defensive systems, the 


elimination of the tmbalance in traditional forces, and the elimination of the chemical 


wartare threat. 


Mr Genscher, meanwhile, said the Sovict proposals could “give new, major impetus” to 


disarmament negotiations, particularly if effective verification measures were out 
lined. While noting the importance of a proviston renouncing the use of force 
which the Eastern bloc has been promoting here, he urged delegates to go turther by 
drawing up “concrete arrangements Likely to climinate mistrust and contribute to 


military stability.” 








le ites at 


the CDE have been pushing for a package of measures involving the 
ormation on silitary structures and the notification of military 
ing troop movements. 


lies, however, have so far balked at entering into details, calling 
ledge on the non-use of force. 
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NUCLEAR TESTING BAN SEEN AS ‘FIRST STEP’ BY MOSCOW 
jo Moscow Domestic Service in Russian 1600 CMT 23 Jan 86 
ical observer Nikolay Shishlin commentary] 
Text | is is known, at the center of the announcement by General Secretary of 


ral Committee Mikhail Sergeyevich Gorbachev is the problem of the 
lear arms by the start of the 2ist century. 


it has beat ial hout the time table for the realization of s barge cuale » «et 
sive Soviet pian tor peace and cvcisarmament does not ean that establishing calmer, 
rea ible relations between states must be postponed until me distant date. 
rirst : ll, there is the possibility of taking practical steps toward nuclear disarm 
t ven in t! ue ming years which should, of course, be facilitated by «a lear 
i rd n the nontransterral of the arms race into space. Scoondlyv, the inter 
re will prove practically without delay if rooment can sSuccesstully 
the USSR and tl United States and then, between all nuclear state 
t ft wilear tests. ‘Ss you know nrades, on 1 January 1986 the time al- 
tt r th lateral viet moratortum expired. And If the USSR acted tn keeping 
+} t terotypes than guided by the interests of its own security it could 
test , liately; ich actions would be justified. But too much Is 
ce eping with th sual pattern born trom the logic of military 
tation. Rhas chosen a different path, a different type of action. The 
rat r } ny | if exp! ; ms has been extended until i] March 19R6, 
the if f ll nmuclear ¢ ts vive in the militar technical secnse First 
» th for turther aproviny mclear irms would by locked, hee ! uml 
t l uld start to become morally obsolete and their significance would 
' _ thiess. lowever, it is even more essential that, on the political 
‘ . cay é. vould have » beneticial effect f od i ite ly, both on USSR 
ternational relations as a whole. This would be a breakthrough 
F iit a ; we examine the first reactions of the United States to 
t t hy moement of the oviet leader it is | pre) sihle not to 
’ t r i] 8iAgTYV. " hi pton prefers to reate more ind eoTre new 
ry % »S. lag beh lithe USSR, including in the nuclear tield, 
fully analyse the Soviet proposal md reply to then 
' t | ne | YW trated. fhe road t freeing the earth tre 
first step. \nd it is the deep conviction of the USSR 
ft ld ind | be a halt to all nuclear tests. 
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Tests 


‘7 re 


ent 


ye-in 


has brought to the fore the problem of banning all nuclear 


ind important problems in terms of safeguarding our 


ustantly adding grist to the mill of the leading in- 


dustrial complexes. Is that not why, despite the Soviet 
m did not consent in 1963 to a total ban on all nuclear 


iy in the shape of underground explosions? The treaty 


he Soviet Unton, the United States, and Britain is a 
hibition of such tests in the atmosphere, in space, and 


ce-loving forees. As a result, it was possible to con- 


he ruinous effect of these “experiments” on people's 
prevent serious environmental pollution. 


tion to the problem of prohibition of nuclear tests goes 


im to promote the cause of disarmament, the Soviet 
rt to ensure that a complete ban on nuclear weapon 
urbing the mass destruction weapon production race. 


i] mn a range of disarmament tssues give prominence 
} t t 
} mont! its unilateral moratorium on all nuclear 

/ Aueust last year and lasted until 1 January 1956. 


erate in the future If the United States also stops 


it p ible to go on indefinttely displaying restraint 


rity interests? But the stakes are too high, the res- 


t to explore every opportunity to influence others 
’ the 1ited Nations at the last session of the 
its oppositton to nuclear tests with renewed force 


r an tmmediate general test ban. The only dissenters 
md France <= powers which are continuing these tests. 


nding to the new Soviet prop ile. U.S. President Reagan advocated the « 


: > ’ : = 
nass destruction weapons. <A mplete nuclear test ban would be a go tart 
the U.S. Administration oppusing such a step? At first Washington tried t 
id the public by giving the impression that the USSR had some kind of “advant ars 
the United States in the sphere of nuclear tests. <A rudimentary mapar isc f el 


ts reveals how false these claims are: The United States has conducted more nuclear 


tests than the (SSR. 


equently, they hanged their tune across the ocean and began to plead “diftteultl 
‘orifving™” the observance of a complete ban on such tests. A few month . rest 
nt Reagan declared that ending nuclear tests would be acceptable to the nits 


res tt measures f inepection and on-site verifticatton vere feasible 
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wevet, what was pre wnted as some kind of “obstacle” by th (ficial pan 
tin cean does not exist in pract ice. Only people ‘ho want netther tnspection, not 
werificatton, nor a nuclear test ban as such are likely to try to cloud thts { 


The Soviet Unton has confirmed and is confirming in the most unequivocal ter 
readiness for effective veritfication, including tnternational vertftcatton, rt 
ike Of imposing an effective ban on all nuclear tests. There has been a great tater 
tional reaction to the rcadiness expressed by the Soviet Unton also to come to an arr 
nt with the United S*ates on measures of on-site verif tt: atton if a tua tor 
ium on nuclear «xplostons ts established now -- so that possible doubt atromt ft hue f 


vance of such a moratortum are eliminated. 
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Tne U. S. military's obsession with nuclear weapon tests with a view t 
“technology of mass destruction” is becoming increasingly obvi now. This | tf 
by Pentagon representatives themselves, They also admit that the lent ' ' ' 
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tests for work on space arms. 
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Rut what the transatlantic militarist circles regard as “meaningful, ' ' 
ty regards as an evil that must be eliminated by means of vigorous action. 


On the inittative of the Soviet side the problem of a complete nuclear test 


i prominent place during the Soviet-U.S. summit tn Geneva. A postt ive vluct f : 
problem would affect the whole sttuatton very favorably, would greatly chang t for t 
better, and would contribute to the strengthening of trust between the | vf ott 
United States. After all, Washington's offictal representatives th oe} 

out the importance of this trust for the elaboration of joint accords at thw 

talks. 

The Sovtet Untonwill not allow the parity that has been achtfeved, th slit in t 

, , 


ilitary sphere to be disrupted, and it is capable of upholding its vital interest 
the interests of its allies. 





There is one sensible solutton. It is prompted by life ttself: rein t 1 
which would make it porsible to maintain the existing equilibrium in the (dita 
wre at constderably lower levels rather than towards a ti 1 buildu f 
werous arms. Nobody stands to Lose trom this. yeryone will iin. \ lets 
lear test ban would be an Important step in this direction, 4 tangibl itr dhut 
the realization of mankind's noble dream of a world without wat md wit! t 
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NATO HEAD REJECTS MORATORIUM--NATO Secretary General Lord Carrington has 
ected the moratorium ceasing any nuclear tests that has been proposed by 
Soviet Union. Speaking in Brussels to the International Association of 


the 
Students, he explained this categorical rejection by the need for defense of 
{From “The World Today” program presented by Igor 


re) 


the countries of the West. 
Kudrin! [Text] [Moscow Television Service in Russian 1955 GMT 20 Jan 86 LD! 
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